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Ne & none of the ſmaleſi dif- 

ferences bet vit trueth & fil- 

E ſitie is, that trueth is able ta de - 

fend it ſelfe onely by true th, nei- 

ther doth it euer appeare ſo de- 

cent either in publique or priuate as in it owne 
naturall habit: wheras on the contrarie falſitie 
L being of an imperfect & baſe qualitie can 
not pollible ſubſiſte & maintaine it ſelfe except 
it be 'apparelled wich the furtiue robes of 
racth 154 therfore out diuine Sauiout kno- 


— preuiding how eaſilie his ſeruants 
might be deeciued by taking the one for the 
other, that is falfe doctrine Sm a oll 
prudent, circumſpect, & louing maſter he 
giues vs a ſpeciall warning to beware of thoſe 
vho come vnto vs in the garments of sher pe, 
A1 ia 


* 
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4 | 
an dfofinuating herby that it is the common pra- 
* Qice of teachers & preachers of falſe docttine 
xe ad to vie falſe colors, & to cariethe badge of trueth 
cho they haue no trueth in them, ot at the 
leaſt none but ſuch as is mingled with much 
is falſitie & dectipt: & forthe ſame cauſe he ad- 
awten ſans deth of ſuch falſe Prophets, that inwardly | 
ue rape- they ar raucnous wolues, that is what ſoeuer | 
an Matth. cue warde chew they wake, & how ſoeuet 
[7-19 they colore the matter, theyare not true Pa- 
Nera v ſtors, they come not truely to feed the flock 
— of Chriſts, but as S. A in ſaith ofthe gen» 
2 4 tilicall Philoſophers & heretiks they come to 
. Kill, & deſtroye. 
ne Tuſte in this manner doth it paſſe with the 
25 e teachets & eſlablishets of the new Religion in 
L England, They veſte them ſelues with 
bc. skins inthat they makeprofeſſion of reformers 
finemine of the Church, but vnder the ſpecious & plea- 
— — colot of — deforme | 
menne" Religion, & faith, & virtue. King Henry che 
„ ache ke was not of chis R lden vbchte 


— — felled & iced in En- 


1 


: 
| 


tor eue deformed then hee? he was wniformurer 
vlt Sunt muter deform, deformed I meane both wi 
aw's hare- & vitchout, both in bodie & ſoule. What a 
; a tot. raucnous wolfe was hee? Howe manie re 
N 4 ' ' * 
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ce & deſtroye. What a number of reli 
perſons did he turne tothe wyde world tolead 
anicreligious life, expoſing chem to the breach 
2 vowes to God, 

Finally what a Il libertye did heintro- 
duce, both in NE mas inch ſorres of 
people, he him ſelſe being the maſter of miſ- 
rule & ri to all licentiouſnes. 

And according to this begining, his ſonna 
& ſucceſſor did | noe, ar ar his ten- 
der yeares & weaknes of bodie did not permit 


him to imitate the vices of his Father, yet ha 
he tutors & protectots that were not fatre be- 


by nde their old maſter, neither in corruption 
of faith nor manners. Whoe ſeeking for new 
eliſts in forraine countries, foude Bucer, 
Marrir, & others — tickled to be 
working in thenewe who coming i 
to the countrye & finding the generally 
inclined to libertie eaſily ir entrancs 
into change of Religion, & ſo ina horte 
vnder the plauſible title ofceforming in 
the Church, they incroduced a forme af Reli- 
gion neuer heard of in En as neicherin 
the reſt of the Chriſtian world in all parti 
culars : & thus promiſſing Chriſtian liberti 
they intruded an vnchtiſtian corruption both 
in doctrine & lyfe, making by that meanes o 
an ill begining in che Father a worle comi- 
A3 nuatian 


conuents, & monſteries did he deforme = 
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p | 
nuation in the ſonne. Which ill begining & 
continuatiõ (excepting that religious interrup- 
tion of Queene Maries tyme) had a yet mare 
vuchriſlian ptogreſſe in the Reigne of Queene I © 
| Eliſabeth, who, nat content with the procee» Ih 
dinggcithers of her Father or brother in that 
nature, but adding euill to cuill for politique 
ends, as nat houlding her ſelfe & Crowne afe 
except she did firſt extinguish the ancient Re · dil 
ligion of the Realme, by reaſon of the knowne I ©? 
flawe of her title, she inacted thoſe ſcuete MW 
lawes againſt both Catholike Cletgie & lay+ by 
! tie which haue ben till executed by her ſuc- the 
ceſlots, iltho' thtou . the naturall clemencie of I *' 
our preſent ſouetuime, not in that ſanguinarie I Y. 
manner that thinthey ere put in practice & I} f* 
execution, | -- | 
And tliusl haue ſignified in breefe theork 
give, continuatin & progreſle of the new 
ptofeſſed fanh in England, which notobſtan - 
cung it catieth with it neuer ſo glotious a re- 
ſemblance of reformation, yet is it but a new 
fashion framad muerly fot the profit & conue- 
niencir of the inuentots, & to pleaſe phanta· 
ſticall, & curidus itching wits, & myndes incli- - 
ned to libertie : Aud ſo daylie altering as newe 
ſashions in appatell vſe to altet, by diuine pto- +: 
uigdence it v ill at leingth vanish away & turne 
tothe old fashion againe, I meant to the an. 
dient Religion molt vniuetſally euer profeſſed 
— both 
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both ther & inthe reſt of che Chaſtian world, 
For. the. furtherance '& of 
which, that which here I intende to proue u 
that cheReligio n whoſe begining & 2 


I have —— f 3g as pu 
quely & commo profelſ ed at this day 2 
Wy” erue Regs but afalfe & erroncous 


octrine, & practice, ene masked & 
diſquiſed with the apparell'o trueth: & onthe 
contrarie that the preſent Roman Faich is the 
onely true Religion, as with Gods a 

by my arguments agginſt che one in fauor of 
the other jewilll appeareto the learned louers of 
trueth, ro whome checfely I conſecrate theſe 


py. labors as to the moſtingenjoys & inge 
15005 my nges, 


A breefe prelocution to the realer. 


—— at the — moe trea· 
tiſe you will expect an other ian Cov 
ange eue adt 2 
It is true l profeſſe I am a Campion in Reli. 
gion, but not a Champion to prouoke you. 
neither doe I intend to perſuade you in a Rhe- 
toticall manner, but onely to ptopoſe vnto 
your ingenuous myndes & matute judgements, 
ure trueth, & pure falſitie in their owneſeue- 
| Fan & natiue habits & golott as good an cuill, 
to the end that by your fret ele yau may 
ſtretch your handes to the one & leaue the 
other according as you shall finde your (ſelueg 
moued by diuine inſpiration & force of reaſon. fe 
Vet not ſo remiſſely hut that if anie one should 
require further ſatisfaction let him but ob- 


taine me a ſafe conduct griuned 

tent authotitie, & I vill not refaſe 2 —— 
the Gyrogliſfe of my name as cuer molt readie/ 
according to Apoſtolicall aduiſe, ro render 
reaſon of the faith I profeſle, 

And althou perhaps it will be judged more 
ſutable to my manner of proceeding & de- 
liuerie of iny doctrine to haue put it in t he latin 
tongue, yet becauſe I cõſidered ther are in out 
countrye manie pregnant & actiue wits which 
netiertheleſſe ans Tnale knowledge in thas 

| — 
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language; Lrefoluedratherts 
ro eee 2 


diments in their ” — Nei 
is it intended fot cueric bibleiſt, but 
for ſuch as in no yu per — inſcho. 


{aſtical diſcipline 
; 8 


arguments shall 
1 the readers as — — a paſſio- 
& myndes in matters of Religion 


\ſachs int of teraper as they shall come to 
odgeis a thing ee 
ſcience that thoſe vho haue ſo much reaſon & 
ſoforciblear fortheir cauſe should be 
emed worthy of contumelie & perſecution 
; cheir profeſſion & defence of the ſane, I 
— — my paines & tyme ill em- 
— ——— 
phe grace & pcctechon of Chriſt our Sauior, 


who at 
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CONVICTION... 


CONTAINING THE 
IMPVGNATIVE ARGVMENTS. ; 


THE FIRST PRINCIPAL 


l 
z 
| ARGVYMWENT, t 


Nd for confutation of this 
English Religion which E 
aſſume for the firſte — 


my diſputation beginnin 
AF with the name Catbolike, 
7 argue in this manner. 
All Religions which are 
not Catholike , are falſe Religions. 
But the Religion now publiklic profeſſeding 
England is not Catholike. 
Ergo the religion nove publiklic proſeſ 
in England is a falſe Religion. 


+: bs nor Carnot, mn 
n the Maior, & concluſion of this Sylogiſme 
here is no difficultie neither can the aduerſa - 
ies denie them. The une onelie is in con- 
ouerſie, & it I prove with another Sylogilme 
nthe manner following. 
All Religions which are not vniuerſall, ge- 
xcrall, ot common, ate not Catholike., - 
But the Religion now ptofeſſed in England 
nat vniuerſall, generall, or common. 
Ergothe Religion now profeſſed in England 
not Catholike. 
PI That the Religion is not Catholike which 
| 
| 
1 


not vniuerſall, generall, or common is clea- 
lie demonſtrated by the ſignification of the 
orde Catholike which. importerh vniuer- 
llicie or generalluie, according to the vie 
hich euen our aduerſaries — From make 
fit: Who in their Bibles for the Latin wocdes 
iſtola Cuholica, tranſlate & put in Engl b, 
ne generall epiſtle of lames, lude & c. Not to 
nd vpon the ancient authoritie of faint Au- 
og uſtin & other Fathers; & Councels , who 
* hen they ſpeake of the true Church, ot faith. 
ſe the name Catholike in that ſame sẽſe as al- 
shall _ And by this the i propor 
tion of the ſecond g̊y logiſme is. ſuſhcicothe 
roued to be true. Now touching the muner 
vit chat the Religion publik lie profeſſed in 
ogland is nor generall, vuiuetſall, rcommon, 
like viſe proug by diſtinguishing allthe di- 

uers 
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uets kindes of vniuerſallitie which accor 

eicher to 1 

imagined , & by conuincing that none « 
them agree tothe Relignon of land; whi 

Il proſecute in this manner. 

All ninerſallitie in Religion is either in the 
matter ot material obiect of faich, ot in the 
time, & perſons that ic: ot eli i 
the ruloor reaſon which ditects them in the 
faith, & profeſſion of it. For proofe & decla- 
ration of 1 which particulars, & that none of W; 
them be founde inthe Religion of England, it 
is to be ſuppoſed as certaine that the words 
vniuerſall — onelie enerallitie but 
alſo vnitie, to that the thing which is vniuet 
ſall muſt beonrinielc as wells commonts 
others: that which not onel ie the vſuall ac 
tion of the worde doth che we which by Arts 
ſtotle & the reſt of the Philoſophers both an 
cient & moderne is commonly taken for puns 
in multi, that is one thing in manie, or ons 
common to manie: but alſo the vetie eryr 
jogie & ſounde of the ame word doch plair 
— ©s & the ancient ——— 
ficme the lame in thoſe places where ſpeaki 
of che vniuetſallitie of the Church in 
they ſay the Church is one, and yer dif; 

. ouer the whole world. As doth SB» Auguſtin 
, againſt the epiſtle of Gaudentius . Wherg 
viing che teſtimonie of ſainct Cyprian amor 


ornet 
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ner Vordes of his he relates theſe, Youn 3 
one gt . one mother reple- M= 


iched wich frutefull ſucceſſes. And in the 1 Gabe. | 
con chapter of his booke of the vnitie of g 
the Church; he ſaich, chat our ancetors cal, aqaviays 
led (che Church) Catholike to the end they newine 
night theve by the nameic ſelfe that zhe is in fend rm 
whole. Ia like mannet Vincentius Lyrinenſs — . 
in che third ch.of his booke, to the vniuetſalluy De air. 
of che Church ioynethconſent, or vnion. Aud Ecdl. caps | 
Venerable Bede vponthe 6. chap, of the Can» a 
— were that the Church is called Ca- 
tholi omwe 5 mend partes in Und pace, 
— —— 

i is planted ot built in all partes of the world 
in one peace, — Gon, And thus 
it ya at the worde Catholike, 
— — AA » yen 
mult of neceſſitie haue vnitie in chat general- 
12 „ 

This being ſuppoſed as a trueth vhich enen 
our aduet ſaries cannot —— 
them ſuſt — no vni — 2 
matter of ubiect oſ thei Religion, wi 

religions which age not one, & theſame in 
matter or obiect v hich Chriſt , & his Apoſtles 
preached, wite yniuerfallicy inobiect, ot matter. 
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But the Religion profeſſed in England 
this preſent, is not one, & the ſame in obie# 
ot matter whiich Chriſt & his Apoſtles prea - 

ched: 


Ergo the Religion ptofeſſed in —— 
chis pteſent vantes yniverſalitie in obiect or 
matter. 

The maior of this Sylogiſme is iucladed i 
the ſuppoſition before + at the leaſt in 
rte: & graunted euen by our aduerſaties 
1 ſe, it being nothing elſe in ſenſe, but 
onelic that the particular obiects or matter 
which a Gatholifce or vniuetſall beleeuer im 
 bracethby faith; ate one, & the ſame doctrint 
in euerie point, x hich God hach reuciled & thy 
moſt vniuerſal Church propoſeth to be belee- 
ved by all perſons in che vniuerſal orbe. And 
this appeares moſt true eſpeciallie if we conſis 
der that the doctrine ot obiect ot anie Reli- 
gion cannot be conceiued to be yniuerſal ex- 
cept it be taken in this forme & manner, in 
regard that in this ſorte, & not otherwiſe, it 
ittracteth or drawerh vnitie fr6 the founder, & 
fo haththe propertie of being one, without 
w hich vnicic it cannot poſſible be one and the 
ſame in manie, in which'nevenheleſ the to- 
tal nature or eſſence of vniverſalitie conſiſts; 

Nov touching the u or ſecond propo- 
ſition of the ſame Sylogiſme , I ptoue it in thi 
mauner; fitſt, becauſe — Religion which or 


Sauiour 


Ii not Cairforitd i 7 
Savfobt”, &til-ApotMespreached was vnifors i 
metlit, & indiſtinetlle one & the fame both in 
tnattet & forme, I meane both in obiect or 
mattet᷑ of faith, & in the aſſent of faith itſelfe, 
&chetefore the Apoſtle Epheſ. 4. us heaffic- 
met chere iſ one onelie Lord or God, ſoe doch 
he in the ſame tenbr affirme there is one faich. 
Vn, Dontinzs, vnd fidts: meaning that faith 

is ou as well obiect as in acte. And yet this 
{s otherwiſe according to the doctrine of the 


FE 3 Church, whoſe — 
ect of cheit fut h, in to fury &. 
not fundamentals; which diuiſion of theirs 
| cannot poſſible ſtand with vnitio, as both na- 
e tutal reaſon and conitrion ſenſe moſt plainelie 
re teach And conf lie the matter or ob- 
nd ect of the Engliah faith cannot be one, & the 
. ſame v ich theobĩect ot mattet of that religion 
li- which Chriſt & his Apoſtles deliuered to the 
x · ¶ vniuerſal world, in which trac Religion there 
in is no Patte nor partial which is nottruclie and 
r ptopetlie fundamental, & to bevniformetic, & 
& IF vniuctſallic belecued vpon ſor feture of eternal 
ur Saluation, according ro that formidable com- 
ne W mination of the —_— ludge himfelfe who 
-v ichout ani dium oediſtintion prononn, Qt ore 
1. cab ſentence of condemnation againſt all ſuch a- 
> W whoobſtinarelieertein cheic of faith rg deritcon- 
is ane matter by him; & s Apoſtles reueiled to — 
his Church, & by bete for ſuch 1 2 Mare. Vi 
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is Tit Excstiii Kneten 
the people, how {male ſoeuet it may ſeeme td, 
bee in ix owe nature ot condition, & how ne. 
ceflarie, or vnceſſatie it is init ſelfe to ſaluation 
in regard chat it being onee delinered fot 
by God who cannot lye ot decciue , it is tealli 
inueſted v ich the lame formalreaſon and mo · 
tiue of ctedibilitie, which the malt noble & 
ſublime obiect ot mattet eithet humane , of 
diuine can haue, that is wick the infallibilitie of 
the prime teueiling veritic , to which all uy 
& credit is due, & neceſſatilie to be truelie 
intirelie adhibired vnder paine of eternal pus 
nishment. 3 
Secondlie I proue the ſame „ 
tion; becauſe the obiect ot matter ofthe Reli 
on published by our Sawour, & his Apoltled 
Tah annexed vnto it a certaine relation of 
reference of vniuetſalitie to all thoſe particulat 
perſonsto vhich it is to be preached , that is tu 
all people w hich were, are, ot will be in the 
vorld till the conſummation, or day of iudge: 
ment, Which relation is grounded in the ordis 
— unde of Chriſt himſclfe to his 
Apoltles ſayeing: Ewntes in mundum vine 
am akon omni creature, Where 
by the wordes all creatures is vnderſtanded all 
nations or people, as ſaindt Mathe v more 
plainclie declares in the ſame paſſage of hi 
Soſpel where thus he relates our Sauiours 
ſpeech, Eantes docely omnes Se. And b 1 
* 
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wile S. Gregotie commenting the text 
giues an ingenious expoſition of it to the ſame 
purpoſe teaching that by thoſe wordes: omni 

are: is ment all men; for ſaich he, Sed 
em creature nomine fignatur. homo . And in 
the ſame place he addes an other explication of 
the ſame wordes yet more plaine & cleare for 
chis our purpoſe ſaying , that bythe name of 
euerie creature, allnations alſo may be ſigni- 
hed . ps Hex creature One , omni 1 
gentium deſ gui. So that it is voyde of con- 
trouerſie that the Religion which Chriſt & 
his Apoſtles preached hath this relatiue, or 
reſpectiue vniuerſalitie of obiect, or matrer : of 
which contrarily , the English Religion is 


quite deſtitute in regarde that, at the lealt , for 

e ſpace of 9g. centenarie of yeares togit her 

y by ſome of the pretended reformers, & 

partely by euidence of fact, it is conuinced 

not to haue ben preached in anic * or 
all 


partial of the vniuerſal world in ints 
a8 it is nov ptofeſſed in our Englis h nation. A 

atter ſo cleare & manifeſt by the teſtimo- 
ie of all hiſtories both of thoſe former times 
& ours; that I neuer heard of anic of the pro- 
eſſors ofu, who either in vtiting, or pti- 
uate diſcourſes, or publike ſermons, hath ab- 
olucelicauerredir to haue ben preached with- 
pur interruption euet lance the time of Chtiſt, 


& his Apoltlcs. 
a 8 And 
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And thence it proceeds that forthe auoiding 
the force of this or the ke probation, I con- 
ceiue not what other refuge they can haue 
then to ſay, that notobſtanding the obiect or 
matter ofcheir Religion neyther is at this pre- 
ſent, nor hath ben in all precedent ages taught 
or preached: yet that in reſpect their Religion 
ische ſame which was preached by the Apo- 
ſtles, & their ſucceſſors in the firſt ſiue hun 
dreth yeares aftet the lawe of Chriſt, it may be 
teatmed v niuetſal in obiect or matter cuen at 
this preſent , elpeciallie ſu poſing it is not the 
multitude of beleeuers which makes the ob- 
iect or matter of Religion vninerſal, but che 
totalitie, or latitude of the doctrine it ſelfe, a 
being in all points the ſame which Chriſt de- 
leuered to his Apoſtles to be preached to all 
nations. 

But to this Ireplye, it is no ſolution buts 
miete cuaſion of the former argument, Verl 
confe ſſe that if it were true and ſolid, the pres 
tended reformers had reaſon to applaude ic a 
a moſt compendious and eaſie courſe for th 
maintaining of their new Religion . But 
truethis chat this can not ſtand in vnitie witl 
the doctrine , & fiith which oür Savior del 
ueredto his Apoſtles, & they tothe reſt of ch 
world, which Vas not to continue onelie ot 
ſome d-i +, monethes, or yeares, but vntil th 
vetie end or conlumation of the world. Ar 


th 
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nere fore Chriſt aur Sauior to thoſe wordes of 
text of ſainct Mathewe : Emntes docete om- 
gener, going teach yee all nationes, pre- 
ie for concluſion of his ſpeech he added, c 
entes cos ſcruare emma quacumque mandans 
our & exce ego. volnſeum ſum ommbus die- 
Vſque ad conſummationem ſeculs, reaching 
to obſerut=a! things which I haue communn- 
d you, & behold, I am With you all dayes 
the conſumation of the world . In which 
ordesis included not onelie vniuerſalitie of 
ter , but alſo petpetuall continuation” of \ » 
me, ſuppoling it was vnneceſſarie for Chriſt 
haue promiſed his contiuual aſſiſtance to his 
poſtles except che Religion w hich he de- 
ered ynto them lud ben neceſſarily to he 
zeruallic pt eached in all times without in- 
uption euen till the day of ludgement, ii 
uch reſpe& it implyes that relation of vni- 
ſalitie which my former argument con- 
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udes, 
And tothis Iioyne Secondlie: that the other 
of the maintainers of the English faith 

ho enterpriſe che defence of the viſibilitie of 
e Religion in all ages, are yet farther out 
ſquare then the other. In regarde by this 
anes they enter in toa taske which (as the 
ration of theit tryall in that particular 
th alreadie giuen experience) they vill ne- 
be able to perſot me. By all which it is 
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tuidentlie appeares that the Englizh 4 


gion hath no ſuch relation or teſpect vi 
all future times intrinſecallie included 'i8 
it obiect, or matter: or if anie reference it 
jt was of ſuch temporarie, & ſmale cor 
N chat it quite loſt it by the way in 
t vaſte ſpace of time which paſſed bet wee 
the Popedome of ſaint Gregonie, & the A 
facie of Martin Luther. ; 
Thicdly I yet farther adde, that the defer 
ders of the English faith aſſume falſe & abr 
cheic hearers when they ſo commonly afſirt 
chat their Religion is the ſame which was 
taught E preachedb Chriſt & his Apoltiey 
which I ptoue becauſe it doch not indeed agres 
in all particulars with the obiect & matter 
che faith & doctrine which Chriſt & his Ap 
ſtles — to the — — manifeſtly aps 
es by comparing (ome ſeuetall points c 
— both — the ont — cb 
other, For where can the noueliſtis finde eithet 
in the (cripture, Fathers,or authenticall hiſtorie 
chat Chriſt & his Apoſtles taught that the 
onely bookes of ſcripture ar Canonicall whic 
the Church of England holdes for ſuchꝛor tł 
Chriſtians ar iuſtihed by that faith onely by 
which they beleeue their ſinnes are re 
micted & che iuſtice of Chriſt applyed vuco 
them by the faith iame, & that euetie ont 
in particular is bounde ſo to beleeue, & th 
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orde is neceſſarie ſaluationt 
here doe they: trade in ſaripture ot Fathers 
chat the viſihle Church planted by Chriſt in- 
creaktd by the preaching of the Apoſtles, & 
continuated by a diſinterruptad ſucceſſion of 
Paſtors can etre in faith? chat ther is no Putga- 
torie, not place of ſatisfaction eit her 1 
world ot che net for leſſot ſinmes, or the aide 
due to greater ? or that in the Sactament of 
Euchariſt the bodie & bloud o Chriſt ax not 
contained & teceiued other wile then ſiguta- 
nuely & by faich a lane? I knowe they can 
shewe vs none of theſe ſcuerall propolitions 
either in ſcriptures, ot doors of the Church. 
ot by anie authenticall hiſtocie oc relation that 
the ſame 1 by Chriſt or his 
Apoſtles. I am aſſured that all they can pet- 
forme in this caſe, is to produce certaine textes 
af ſcripture which to the ignorant forte of 
people may ſeeme to haue reſemblance with. 
b their poſitions, but none (oe plaine that 
without detprtion of cithes ſenſe ot wardes 
ot botb, or without theic owne fallatious illa- 
tions & conſequences, can pollible containe 
anie ſuch doctrine. For example for their foli- 
Edianiuſtification ar tbeit iuſtiſication by faith 
B 1 oncly 


, 
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onely, they diuers paſſages out of thi 
epiſtles of $. Paule, as that manis not iuſtifink 
by the vorkes ofthe la ve but by faith, c 
faith is reputed to iuſtice, & yet none ofthalg 
she ve that faith onely iuſtifies & much leſſe 
doe they mention ot inſinuate that peculi 
faith of remiſſion of their ſinnes by vſuch th 
profeſſors of che English Religion beleeug 
they ar iuſtified : that which is euidently con- 
vinced by the tenor ofthe textsthen. ſelues in 
which rieichcr of the partes of the former po- 
ſitionis contained but added by the expeſitioni 
& gloſſes of thoſe who violently dra ve the 
ſctiptuts to their peruerſe ſe. And rhe 
like practice of the Nouelliſts may caſily be 
diſcouered to be vſed in the ceſt of the ſcuerall - 

fations aboue rehearſed, in Bellarmin & 
other Catholike Controuerriſts;who profeſle- 
dly confute the ne ve doctrine of the ſectariet 
of this preſent age to whom | remit the teadet 
for more exact diſcuſſion of the ſme, ſuppo- 
ſing this place 1s vncapable of more large 
mag. 

And 2 it appeares that the profeſſors 
of the English Faich mult needes confeſſe chat 
according to the ptemiſſes here breefely decla- 
red & confirmed the matter & obiect of 
their Religion doth not agree with that 
doctrine which Chriſt & his Apoſtles plan- 
ted & published, which is the Minor pro- 
poſition 


bd 
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xoficion of my ſecond ſilogiſme aboue pro- 
punded, & the verieſamel here intend to con- 
uince, And nowto the confirmation of the in- 
ſtance, I reſponde : I graunt the multitude of 
beleeuets doth not cauſe & ſormally conſtuute 
vniuerſallitie in theobiect of Religion: neugr- 
cheleſſe if comparing one Religion vit an 
other ic is diſcouered to beapparently certaine 
that the ne hath euer had a greater mulrigude 
of profeſſors in all ty mes & places ſince th 
fondationof the true Faith, then the other, yea 
& that che one hath had a greater nu of 
faithfull perſons for manie ages together, 
when as the one had none at all: Inths caſe l 
xaifeſt that the multitude of þelee- 


lay it is ma 


uers doch ceauidently argue the Religion, 5 


lecued & profelled to be no other but thatfa 

Religion-which was firſt founded by Chi 
our Sauior with his promille of perpetuall vi- 
ſibilitie & cantinuationʒ & with multiplicitie of 
faichfull people, & conſequently that it onely 
hat h vniuetſallitie in matter & obiect: & chat 
on the contrarie, the other Religion which 
can shew no ſuch multicude of profeſſors, but 
is yotoriouſly defectiue in this particular, hath 
not anie vniuetſallitie at all in the ſeucrall 
oints of doctrine which it teacheth them to 
lecue, And nov this may ſuſſice to demon- 
ſtrare that ther is no vniuetſallitie to be Wunde 
in che obic os mattet of the English Religis. 
Win © The 
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The Goonthi de of yi Nr of 1 
jon is in tyme, vhich I prone not to | 

— che English Religion in che forme A= 

loving. : 
That Religion wantes true vnueriatuumne 

of tyme which hath not ben viſibly. ext 

in al tymes ſince ghe true Religion Was fi 

founded. ö 
But the Religionof England hath not ben 

viſibly extantinall — the firſt ſoun 


dation of true Religion. 


— 


Therfore the Religion of England wante! 


true vniuerſallitie of time. 


The maior is moſt certaine & maintained 
by any of the profeſſors of che English faith 
i 


, not by all. Vet becauſe 2 not vhole- 
y vnited in this point as farte as I can petceius 
by their dodrine, & becauſe of thoſe whoe 
maintaine the viſibilitie of the Church, fewe - 
or none of them graunt that the Church hath 
ben alwayes ſince the times of Chriſt ſo viſible 
as the Romaniſts hould it to haue ben, chat is 
with viſible Paſtors & teachers and a viſible 
flock or congregation of people aſſignable in 
all ages and times: therefore I will prone it firſt 
by + of Scripture, then by authoritie 
of ancient Fathers, & hc{t that the true Church 
is K viſible, then i hat it is perpetually 
viſible. 

The abſolute yiſibilitie of the Church is 


taught 


. 


— 2 
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tin all thoſe places of Scripture ick 
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ie of people, as S. Math. the 
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ar aheepe, 1, Pet. f. ſeed the 
Cal wh hire: ria ns . Affic- Pajer 
that he hi — 


moſt commonly A 2 od ng 


8 the Churches ie he Church of Ron e | 


| , Epheſus. And finally ther is 2 

I mention of he Church inthe whole Bible 

her the viſibilitie of the ſame is not plaincly 

pnified , & therefore it is compared do a tie 
a mountaine Math. f. according to the ts ils 


pon : 
chat made by S. A | off gui 
mapa e by — 


booke of the vnitie of the Chur | 
4. & 20. Chapter. Of which inuiſibilitie mga 


re likewiſe plainetexts in the ſecond chapter * 


fIſaias, & the fourth of Micheas: where con- 
rev ble to the cited wordes of S. Math. the *<{-fam m1 
woc Prophets afhrme, that ther will bet; TY ang 
ter Dayes « monnt dine prepared,jhe ow 6 * of God. tor wowed 
W bich wordes Saint Avguſtin*mo - manifefledt + 
interprets ofthe Church of Chriſt. G Aug. 
_ ther is a verie pregnant place to this 3 rat 
urpoſe the 61. of Ifai. where ſpeaking of the 85 
people of Cod the Prophet ſaich, «fl that sþall 
e them (ball ku them to be the ſeed which God 
bath bleſſed. Which wordes Chriſt himſelfe in 4 
he fourth of $. Lukedorh plaincly infinnate — 
0 


* 
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to be meant of his Church in regarde he 
fir ,. plies ſome of the precedent words of thelam 
+88. chapter of Ine to himſelfe & che propagat 
of the ſame Church by his _— 

And according to theſe & the like ph 

of Scripturetheancient Fathers doe comme 
ly ſpeake of the Chriſtian Church. S. Aug 
ſtin in his ſecand Booke againſt Creſcon 
Saith thus. Extat Eccleſia runtta clara atque pe 
ſprena,quippe ciuitas qua al ſcondi non pote 
montem couſſ it ut a. T be Church is all cleare & 
7 pic uon , as being 4 citic which cannot hiden be + 
ced von 4 mount aine. And S. Chryſoſtomein 
fourth homilie vpon the 6. chap. of Iſaias 
that memorable — Pacilins eft ſolemn 
tingui quam Eccleſſam obſcurari, The ſunne 
more eaſily be cxtinguisbed then the Church 
cured. 

I could alledge moſt plaine words to 
{ame purpoſe out of the reſt of the ancient L 
Qtors: but becauſe thoſe twoe alone are of 
great authoritiethat they ought to ſatisfie 
vopartiall iudgement in matter of reſtif 
of the ſenſe & doctrine of ancient tin 
touching this point, therefore I eſteemee 
ſuperſluous to produce their ſeuerall ſe 
tences. 

Perhaps ſome of our aduerſaties will (ay tt 
doc not denic but both ſcriptures and Fatt 
doe teach in generall that the Chutch is vi 
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le: yet they denie that ſcriptures & Fathers 
zach that it muſt neceſſatily be viſible in all 
ges & times, but rather that like vnto the 
zone it ſuffers Eclypſes and defects hy perſe- 
tion, ot by other mtanes. | 
To this which ys a miere voluntarie euaſign 
anie one of nt may vaſily percciue, 
{wer ficſt that ſuppoſing boch che ſentences 
ſcriptures & Fathers asche viſihilitie ofthe 


urch are genetall, abſolute, & wihour limi- 
ion, it is manifeſtly conuinced that their 
ing could not be that the Chucch is viſi- 

le — for a time, or at cettaine times, and 
ot perpetually, by reaſon that accocdimg to 
common nue of interpretation. generall 


ordes are to be yydesſtood properly; & with 
[chai extenſion as long as noe inconucnttce 
loves thereof, as certaine it is & a patent 
none can folluwe of the — viſibi- 

ie 'of the Church, wheras on the contratie 
oth manic & great in conueniences inſue 
the want of the ſame; as after shall be decla- 
d. Neither can anie one place either of ſcrip- 
re ot Fathers be produced by the oppoſers of 
ais docttine in which anie ſuch limitation of 
ze ſentences ofthe Fathers is contained either 
2 wordes or ſenſe, or in anie other forte ſo 
lainely as by the gencralitic of the foteſaid 
hraſes of Scripture & ancient Doctors all te- 


Chon is excluded. 
2 Second- 


— 
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cuer vete truely extant?to which neu 
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Secondly I impugne the ſame euaſion fol 
that if it be once graunted- that the Chare 
is not alvayes viſible, then it followes chat 
in the times of the inuiſibilitie of the ſame 
there are no viſible Paſtors nor preachers t 
miniſter the true word & Sacraments to th 
, yea & that there are no ſuch people in 

the world, & conſequently that thereis nos 
Church either viſible or inuiſible, by reaſon 
that a Church whether we feigne it to be viſi- 
ble ot inviſible eſſentially conſiſts of people, 
which people, arc in like manner eſſentially 
viſible as muchas corporall,nor can they if they 
would,be viſible except it beeither by miracleor 
elſe by arte magique, or ſome ſuch vnlawfult 
meanes. Nay mote if they were once inuiſible 
either by miracles arte, ot nature, how can ic ba 
knownebut by ther owne teſtimonie that 


noe man can prudently gius crediteſpecially in 
a matter of ſuch importance. 
And thus we ſee that out of this oneabſur- 
ditie of the want of viſibilitie in the Church a 
thouſand others doe follove, as that ther are vi- 
iſible Paſtors & yet inuiſible, that ther ate vi- 
1ble people & yet inuiſible, that ther is a 
Church yet noc Church. And if our aduetſa- 
ries ſay ther are true Paſtors, true faithfull peo- 
ne, & attue Church, & that ther wants onely 
2 true prof: (ſion of faith in the Paſtors, people. 
& 
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& Church. Then 1 
if ther be no pteſeſſion of faith in neither Pa- 
ſtors, people, nor anie parte of the Church, chen 
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replie firlhiriamanifeſt that 


can it not poſſible be a true Church oc the 
Church. of the Predeſtinate as they will haus 
i, but a Congiggamon onely or companie of 
timerous · & cowaidly people which date not 
profeſſe their faitb, & conſequently not the Om a 
Church of Chriſtin which not faith onely but e #2 
alſo profeſſion of faith is neceſſatie to ſaluatios .. 
according tothe doctrine of the Apoltle ſaying Rom. 10, 
that, wih the bart webrleeve ice buy 
"with the month confection ts made to [aluation. 
And howbeit I conceiue that the defenders 
of the inuiſibilitie may inſtance & ſay that pro- 
ſeſſion of faich is not required co the eflencegf 
the true Church, & by conſequence that ir 
may ſubſiſt wich internall faich onelie: neuer- 
the leſſe —— _ chat — I Should 
ant profeſſion of faith in metaphiſical rigor 
——— n 
yet is it ſo neceſſarilie annexed to the true 
Church as it neither is not euet vill be founde 
vit hout profeſſots: neither is there anie au- 
thacity either uf ſcriptures or Fathers whereby 
it can be prougd that anie ſuch true Church 
euer were orcuer will be cõſiſting of internall 
faich onelie. But all thoſe places which I haue 
aboue alledged both ofthe abſolute viſibilitie 
of che Church & neceſſitie of N of - 
aich 
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faith to ſaluntion required by the ordinance & 
commaundertent of Chriſt manifeſtlie con 
vince the comcarie . Well may out aduerſarigy 
dut of their accuſtomed remeritie & ſpirit 
contradiction againſt the Roman Church, & 
becauſe they haue no other meanes to main 
taine the ſubſiſtance of their owne new C 
ion, aſſitme & teach that intet nall fa 
—— profeſſion makes a true Ch 
no iudicious man vill euer be perſuaded 
that poſition is aſſumed by them mierlis 
for the aduantage of their owne ill cauſe whi 
withour the vſe of it or ſome ſuch other of li 
nature,cannot — be defended in the con- 
trouetſie whether the true Church be ours ar 
theirs . To omit that if no externall profeſſion 
of faith be required tothe true Church, it is im 
le to conceiue how anie man could cum * 
come to knove that ſuch a Church as conſt. 7 
ſeth of internall faith onely, was euer extant in 
the world any in patte of time ſince it was once the 
planted & eſtablished by our Sauior & his Wl cine 
Apoſtles . And yet admit that it is not wholely Wl Ch 
impoſſible to conceiue the poſſibilitie of a true | 
Church without the attribute of externall 
profeſſion, yet this is buta Metaphificall caſe Wl ch 
grounded onelie in the diſcourte of him ho ſo Day 
conceiueth it, & by conſequence it is not {&+ 


. 


| | we 
cute for anie man to venture his ſaluation tor 
vpon it, as being either plainelie falſe in it ſelfe, Wl ne: 


OrAK 
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prattheleaſt verie ſubiect to errot & fall 
itie: but euerie prudent man 6ught tathet to 
ollo ve the tenor of ſpeach of the ſcriprure & 


athers in the places before alledged, & par- 
icularlie the ſentence of ſaint Auguſtin in the ts nenn 
1. chapter of his 19. booke agaiaſt Fauſtus. S - 
here he affirmes chat men cannot be congre= Men ſeu 
| ated or aſſembled together under one LET FR — ; 
igen, vnleſſe they be tyed together with ſuse alan be- 
onſorte or ſocictie of viſible ſigues, or Sacraments: mine; poſ+ 
n which wordesalthou' he makesno exprelle [une meſs 
ention of profeſſion of faith as requiced to „it. 
Church, yet doth he in effect affitme the fame ad} Seas 
in other wordes teaching the communica- mentorums 
tion of Sacraments tobe neceſſatie tothe con- vidbuliun 
ſticution of a Church: Which communica. #2. 
tion of Sacraments is profeſſion of faith in one 
ofthe higheſt degrees, as no man can denię. 
And nov hauing ſufficientlic confured the 
forelaid euaſion of our aduerſatics touchin 
the viſibilitie I will yet further adde 2 
tive proofes of the perpetuitie of the viſible 
Charch. 
Firſttherefore I proue it by thoſe places of 
ſcripture which affirme that the Church of- © - 
Chriſt shall neuer perisb; as math. the 16. The puts ins 
Portes of bell hall not prenalte 4 ainftit. Where fore 1p 
we ſee the Prophecie & promiſe of our Fauior — 
touching the perpetuitic of his Chuſch, is ge- > 
nerall & wit Ls limitation of oa : K K. „ q 
ſpeakes 0 7 | 
TH 
K 


— 
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: — the _m_ 1 d 
choſe of (cripture which dec 
it to race which! _— cited t 
chat purpole;& for the aduerſarie to limit 
— to the inuiſible Church as if Chriſt 
meant chat the gates of hell shall not q 
uaile againſt his inuiſible Church onelie, 
micre voluntarie explication of their ownei 
uention 2 boch to the text itſelſe 
reaſon : to the text in regarde that all & 
words & circumſtances of it demonſtrate t 
Chriſt ſpeakes of his viſible Church eich 
onelie ot cheefclie, as is the gouernement 
the Church by faint Peter, which 
vas to conſiſt of men whoſe ſinnes the (a 
Peter had power promiſed him to binde & 
looſe, & that vpon earth, all which p. 
ſounde nothing but things viſible. 

Nov the foreſaid cation of our adue 
faries is alſo contrarie to reaſon . Furſt forth 
ſuppoſing Chriſt planted ſuch a Church vpe 
earth in which there were to be alwayes 
ſible paſtors & preachers to adminiſtere 
Sacraments, & teach, & publish the Goſpe N 
as che ſcriptures teſtiſie : And ſuppoſing he di 
not onelie commande vs to haue his faith, bi 
alſo to profeſſe his name before men, it is mol 
abſurde to imagin that he would, ot did not vi 
his prouidence in the conſcruation of the ſ- 
viſible Church in all times & occaſions as 


* 
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as the iniuſible Churah if ame fuck he had 
eſtabliabed in thowbddoiunlt gs 111 

Secondlie the ſame expoſition is againſt tea 
ſon in reſpetł that by chat hnitation ot out 
dauiots ves which ouradaetiamesvicahey 
90 * to underſtand —— 
auch, butpet fe mod little ot noi hi un- 
portance in thu — For it ho aſked. 
is Churchſo v eakclie chat forthe of 
me yeared togethe che membets It: exo, \ 
dtiuen to conculecheirfan ts which dne ,n 
eile — th chem topcoſellcin 
all oconbons; ic he did not onehe) ham 
facre aharm of hiaprotruiſa q but a dime cοντ 
mo manner contra cbed oel '&doont” | 
d them. Andifforthegates of helloo haue 
o fare mud veged do wtxetitbe.Chirch 25 10 
haze leis all the mombers theteof with 2 b,j,HU 
ectet; &dilemblingfanh onely wichous ae 
profolling,:otvic of Sacraments: fut . 
f crave ſueceeding ages  isnor abſolundienn; » 
auepttuailedagainitic, Jooanſequemtlieshat 
ahnlts coy ardcs are ed: chin certaingbe; 
eit her had chey ben faltified in caſe hell ga 
ſo ſatre preuailed as quite tb extmgutsh 
uen the profeſſors ihemſelues, yra & by. an 
ilicie to haueleſt faich alone hangin 
pon tha — — vat of dhtt ſubietht all 


hich lequels being moſt abſurde & d -n 
pon the 


wordses 


equem co our aduetſaties glolle y 
2 C 
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wocdes of (cri 2 about cited, they e 
dentlie argue t of that their c: tr 
tion. 

Another pregnant place forthe perpetual 
—— — — vilible Church, is * 
the 4. to the : where the Apoſti 
ſaich chat Chai — Paſtars. & c. 
—— — doner ' occ 
— — That is, be aphids | 
ſome Br paſtors, & others Dottors &t 
votle conſummation of cbr. Saur till we met 
inte the rome of fanth er m ae mas : Th | 
is vntill the day of iudgement. V pon hic 
place ſainct Auguſtin in his 12. booke ay | 
tie, hath large diſcourſes to this 
the 16. . & 18. — And the . 
that Chriſt himſelfe hauing in this (pecial 
manner deſigned ſuch — for gone 
8-xtachers in his Church till the end of rt 
world H οõbtleſle his meaning was not tl 

they Should be ſuch dumme as the e 
blizhers of che inuiſibilitie doe affirme — 
ben in cheit imaginarie Church for i 
long time rs Bur his divine will 
pleaſure was they should be caftedes Ternſal 
qui ters die & tota nolte min tacebunt in 
tum. That is Chriſt would haue them | 
whtchmen or keepers of Jeruſalem (chat iat 
ſay the Church) as shall not be ſilent till che 
end ofthe world in no time, nor vypohame oc 
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tailor: Which r mee 
nemem ofthe Chutch is ky oper: 
fection of Chtiſts diuine & mercie 
— the members — whome of 

i goodnes he haue the way 
to ſaluation continuaſſie open: Which . 
wiſe if che true Chuteh had ben at ame time 
hidden of inuiſible as at the leaſt ſome ofttioſe 

inſt -yhome I nowe diſpute will hate it, 
— poſſible haue ben ſo: Vea & 
manie thouſands of ratler millions of men had 
lined & dyed out of the ſtate of ſalution a⸗ 
being ble for them to finde & erer into 
the true Church all that ſi pace oftime im hich 
it is feigned | therff ro lane remained hui - 
1 or out of knowled . 

And thus much for t irnpugnation of char 
parte of our aduerſaries which defedstharths 
true Chureli is not llie or in all diffe- 
rences of times viſible: the abſutditie of whick 
doctrine divers of the defenders of the 
Church of lotet Runding uduertiſeing, & alſo 
becauſe find it not ſo plauſible to their 
auditots a could wish , they haue ventu- 
red vpon an ether coarſe; indegoring ti abe w 
that the fame Church & Religion which is 
now eſtabliahed in England hath ben alwayes 
viſible in the world from the time of C & 
bis Apoſtles euen till tis preſent: Which man- 
net of proceeding of theits alt ho it is much 


31 more 
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more. diſhcult & hatdto be defend | 
other now confuted, & chi bygWis mean 
the maintainers of > een 1ucdrry in — 
that is hy auↄydii got one HICAUGHICNGE; 
fall ig oa gtratet Net becauſe they peiſuadi 
themiſclues they came neatet tu the marke of 
proying their Church ta be Catholikt in this 
ceſpedh as well as bp Jams Church bath 
euct hep . ( hich indeed they might peu 
if chey v ere able truelis to pr oue thou wilkhts 
litic) 8 [ will breefelie demouſi te chat 
chez haue no ſuch viſihilitie as is vocx las ie al 
chcconſtuution of thertuæ Cathollk Chic 
as th pretend, * It for! Dor th 
W xefoce to come to the put pole &. the 
more clearelic to convince my inte nt, 1 frau 


this Sxlogiſine agaialt che yilibilicigaf aheit 
Church, Y 3 he 2uc 16 558 
That Church vaatcs perpetuall viſibi lie 
whi h cannot produce ſoche vidtale ptats logs 
adh in all points & n all a pes ance 
the time of the poll les till this pct. f 
But che Church of England Qua pcoduce 
.lome viſible profeſlors of cheu doftinean all 
points & ages ſince thetyme of che Apoltles 


to this preſent. 


Theifore the Church of England, antes 
perpetual' viſibilitie. | | 


The mavr is not denved by our advection 
the muner bath all the athcukic & that proue, 


And 
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And ip thai tlie defenders of the En- 
ghsh fut can produce no ſeripturt Far this 
point is moſt cortaine and euident for thats 
is onelie a matter of fact which ſucceadedTike 
the ſeriptures vtre published . By occaſion et 
v hich the reader may vote that thoſe y 
ſors of che English religionywho in this manners 
defende the viſibilitis of their Chucch doe ij 
proceed ' 66n/equenter te that other Hagatie 
inciple eftheirs to wit tit not hing ty be 
(cleruel by faith but which iscicher expreflety 
or by neceſſatie illation containedimthaſſerip- 
tures, which generaltrile ofcheics inthivenſe is 
manifeſtlie defechue forthat in it neicher ſetip- 
ture not deduction gyConfaquericeoferipeare 
can ſetuot heir turne in this patticulat o 2: 21-4 
And if chey teplie thadchey can proaetheie> 
viſibiltic aii, by (cxiprures by choſt places 
which. teach perpecuall | viſibilitie . che 
Church, then I {ay that this is not the umtter 
noYy mn queſtion but a ſubtiltie to delude che 
reader, tor the comrouerhe is wherher they 
can proue their viſibilicie a poſierrors, chad ts 
whether they can yealde vs ante authenticall 
profe or teſtimonit wheuby it may certnelia 
appeate that the Religion now ptbſeſſat ay” 
Enghnd/bath ben in deed perpetually viſchleia· 
in all ages as the ſctip̃ture & Farhers abayes? 
alledgedaſſitme the true Chucch ought hob 
otherwiſe they doe unely ſuppoſe che 
1 C 3 Church 


— 
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Church is the ame which is deſcribed in the 
ſcripture, but proue it not. N either doe we asky 
them to she ve vs that ſuch a Church in gene» 
tall ther is in the world as the ſcriptures dot 
mention, but we —_— 2 
that their Churchin | e pto- 
ie ot attribute of petpetuall viſibilitie as che 
criptures requires to be founde inthe onely, 
indiuiduall true Church of Chriſt : & till they 
can performe this they neither ſpeake accot- 
ding tothe ſenſe of (criptures, nor ſatishe vs in 
our demaunde. 
Wherfore I proue the minor propoſition of 
of the argument aboue framed, becauſe no 
authenticall hiſtoriecan be produced in which 


1 
th 
n. 
fe 
21 
le 
C 
b 
ec 
h 
iris related that this Religion of England now | 
| 


n 
} 
c 
lk 
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commonly ther profelled, beleeuing & main- 
tainingthat ther at but 22. bookes of Canoni- 
call ſcripture onely. That they ar to be expoun- 
ded by the ſpirit of euetie priuat perſon. That 
man is iuſtitied by faith onely. That ther ar 
onely to ſacraments inſtituted by Chriſt, 
That the bodie of Chriſt is given, recciucd, & 
eaten in the Sacrament in a ſpirituall manner 
thatis by faith onely:finally I ſay that for teſti- 
monie of that theſe & diuets others ofthe 39. 
articles of the English Religion haue ben 
ht or preachcdin all ages ſince the tyme 
of Chriſt & his Apoſtles in anic Kingdome, 
ptouince, towne or yet in anic one corner 5 
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whale world tho neuet ſo ab(tuce, ther is 
not extamt anie kinde of recorde: And thet 
fore it is incredible in the bigbeſt degree that 
anie sof it can be ced in euerie 
ſcuerall age ſince che foundation of the true 
Church of Chriſt: ſoc that if anit ſuch had 
ben in anie tyme or: place for ſo long a {pate 
together, it is as certaino as it is certame ther 
hath ben in all that ſugceſſe of tyme ſunne, 
moon, & ſtatres inthe ſitmament, ot fishes 
in the ſea, that fore vtiter or other would 
haue made mention af the ſame. And if Hiſto- 
riographers be ſo curious & eiact in thus na 
ture, that ther vas neuer anie conuenticle of 
ſectaries ſo ſmale ot abſcure but it hath ben 
noted & related by ſome of them, much lefle 
could ſuch a Church as our English Nouelliſts 


prerend theirs to be, haue lutked & cloſſt as 

that no mention of it should be founde in hiſto- 
ages before the duces , 
of Luthet. It is not abſolutely impoſlible ta 
coceiue that Chriſt might haue shed an 


tries ot tecordes of former 


inuiſible Church in this world at the leaſt for a 
tyme, but that he should haue ordaintd: his 
church with pertetuitie of viſible paſtors, & yet 
that neither their names, ſeates, parizhts,of any 
other monument of — — oc ale, 
can be ptoduecd to e it vi apprarc 
that —— profeſſots in all poieey of che 
ſame Religion which nom i ptofeſſectin En 
14 4 — gland, 


40 Tur BVYati su RuY1G10N. * 
gland tua 1 ſay is aboue all ade mirationnetc hes 
can it poſſible ſeeme crodible to ame founde hen 
vndeſtanduiꝑ, onhngrure iudgment. f 
Secondly:1 proue the fame minor, for that Wt is, 
ducrs of our English aluerſaries hauing & cc 
late v ſed the vttetmoſt of their power 6 indu. 
ftrie in this particular, yet hauethey uot com ¶ tie. 
neate the performance of their 7 bur Mic « 
in heu of produceing proteſlors of rheir Reli- ing 
gion in che ſeuetall ages of the Chucck, they Wanic 
caſtin to their Catalogue either ſuch as haue 
ben flatly again them in diuers points in Moin 
which they differ from the Roman Church, ot | 
ſuch as have ben condemned for heretikes in 
tymes paſt, & that pattely euen for docttine cõ- Near 
14 ttarie to ſome of the articles oftbe knglish faith ho 
uud as appeates for example in vidlef & Hus, of Wert 
an- hi hich the fitſt detended , that more confidence ¶ N p e 
Bs — -x5to be placed 1 mans owne proper mernees then 
| e mbumbleprayer:that 4 preiſtin mort all inne can ge 
. V. Id. walidly baptize, that for Ecelep afticall perſons te dul 
p e. ſep. —— 1s contrarie to ſcripturt. I heſe - ic 
& ſe]. cond src νν the ral preſence , vor merit, if 
Oreistbok v homthe 4rfeders of che Englisch Wer! 
-bajth, deſrgne for mem bers of the (arte, were Wh / 
ſuchas becaulc they ſpeake ſome thing doubt Wl :! 
tully in onely! ſome one point of the Roman 
doctrine( af whichcikeis hresbiter Bertrame) | 
they putirhem in their lift as if they were 
v holely & intyrely W | 
| 7 
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ars-knowne to be quite appolits vnto 
hem in alithe reſt ofcheir faith & profeſſion. 
he which how pore & inconſidetate a shifre 
t is the iudhcious reader will pretently perceiue 
& condeme their cake & Ele proceeding, 
Laſtely for - confirmation of the — 4 
itie of euet prouing the rpecaall viſibilitie of 
he Chur of England, it may be added that 
ing laches who vas the greateſt & molt 
unious defender of the hee Religion that 
er vrit, as it ſeemos conſidering bettet chis 
aint then hers that follow him, was ſo varie 
citcumſpect thathe wonld never caſt him- 
fe into this moſt dangeroas gulfe, as ap- 
res by his Monitorie i which alcho' his 
hole axift vas to proue his ovne Church to 
the true Church of Chriſt, yet did he make 
> expreſſementiõ of tho viſible Church more 
en of the inuĩſible, bur onely proccedes 
erall termes & withom diſtinction, as 
dulding it impoſſible to maittaine the viſibi. 
ie of it in all formet tymes & uges, for V hich 
= he prudenely declined chat contro- 
TIC, e. 
And in deed the trueth is that who ſocuerhe 
that shall vndettake the take of prouing 
perodll' wihinilicie in anic of the pretenliue 
ormed-Churches, will be no-more able to 
forme it chen an infant were able to cowle 
iphus ſtone, or accomplich the labors of 
| Her- 


% a 
N . 


* 
[2 
* 
* 
7 
e 
n 
* 
in 
> 
th 
x 
ce 
* 
* 
to 
bo 


* 


3 F 


* 


4: Tun Eee R610 
Hercules. whence it is conſequent : * 
aduerſarics what ſocuer they pretend, 10 
want vniuerſalicie of tyme in their th 
whether they defend it to be viſible or il; ; 
fible, which is that ſame which the nar: c 
minor, of my ſecond ſylogiſme about ed | 
ſed doe afficme, & which may ſuffioe for 
parte of the diſcourſe I here proſecate. xj 
Now touching the other t oe | 
vniuerſallitie to wit of place & perlc 
ar ſo annexed one to the other, that tt | 
morally ſpeaking either all one, ot at th F 
out of the negauen of the one, is neceſ _ 
inferred the nagation of the other. For exa h 
if it be true that the religion of England = 
ther is not vas in eucrie place of the voin: 
thence infallibly fallowerh that it ncith e 
not was in all perſons of the world zus in | 
manner it alſo followes, that if it was ne 
manieagcs togethet in anie place of the C 
ic is alſo manifeſt it was not for the fame ſpall P. 
of tyme in anic perſon in the vor, & 
reaſun of this connexion betwixt the vai N 
ſallitie of place & perſons, I will treate of | 
both vndet the game r * 
cettaine chat w hat ſoeuet defect of vniue i T 
utic of place shall be diſcoueted inthe Engi eli 
er 
d i1 
B 


Religion, the ſame defect is found to De 
the * niuctlallitic of perſons & protefiars : 
Aud here alſo I giuethe rcader node hy 


15 qr Caron. 
ay that vhen the Romanilts exact of tif 
uerſaries onely to produceſome profeſſots 
their Religion in euerie ſeuerall age, abhey 

e no {male fauog to wardes them in that man- 
xr of ptoceeding, in regarde that to conuince 
eit Church wh ben perpetually viſible, 
opetly er they ougbt not onely do 

e out (ome. few perions of anie forte af 
ople hat ſoeuer, but they ar obledgedin 
aon to shew 3 or lerarchie of 
defiaſticall perſons ta haue hen continually 
their Church, for that both the viſible 

— ge vas ſo planted in the world 
y him & o by his A : 

mace ouer been __ Rowanil — 

n shevethe ſame to haue ben perpetually in 
e Church & Religion which they profeſle, 

is in that Church of which haue euet ben 
rades or Cheefe Paſtors the Popes of Rome 
continuall & inintertupted ſucceſſion from 

Peter who was the ficſt Bishop & Pope of 

molt famous (cat. 

No this being ſuppoſed I proue thet is no 

merſallicie of To in the Church of En- 

nd by this ſilogiſme following, 

Ther wants vniuetſallitie of place in that 
eligion which. in all points of it doctrine nei- 
der is nor cuet hath eached or profeſ- 
d in all ot moſt places of the world. 

But che Religion of Bogland in all pointe 


of 
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it docteine —— is nor — nach 
ched of profeſſed in all or wo c 
— 8 Ann 
Ergo the Religion of England hath n 
uerſallitie of place. 249 
Iproue the Major, firſt by the ety 
or prime ſigniſication of the word' v 
which as I have alreadic aboue declared 
porteth one in manic or rather' one in 1 
appearethin humarie nature abſtracted wh 
s not onely one & the (ame in manic ;Y 
allo participated in enerie particular of ina 
duall perſon. And alcho it is tte that vol 
lallitic of Religion as being onely-a motul 
ter, can not be vndetſtood with b muck 
bificall rigor as in naturall things it e 
Lakes : yet for the verification of ſueh gi 
rall ſentences as ve finde both in: ſcriptu 
Fathers, it muſt of neceſſitie be accepted 5 
28 great laticude as mortally can be imagitit 
For example iFther be anie doctrine in 
world which for the [pace of almoſt 16. h 
dreth yeates nen her is not hath ben 
taught or ptofeſſed in eithet all, or at the 
in molt places of the world, then dout * 
can thac vmuerſall propoſition ofthe Apolli 
mo all the earth hath che ſoade of them g 
forth & that of S. Auguſtin. She (the Ch 
like vmo a vine diſfuſed or ſprett in 
face, neuet be tthely verificd of: & c 


que 
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ently ſucha doctrine can not be u faid 
haueſuch voiuerſalige an it as ſctipeie & 
thess tequite ta che oneiy true ane > Tn | 

ich 1:xoa/en Gay nog he ——— Athen 
x all cd, focſa great uu 
— is at th s pteſent, or hath — 22 
pt cached pt ofeiſag.generallyarthe leaſt 
hat asel, if Ame. 


eech * — of 
ba decked be force r i 
della til connected ch che vniue 
iss, — 


cheofoofthe of | 


it ite be vniberſal in chat natute, as id 
by khe auc horicic of King, lames hynſslfe 
ke dalomon af their (6 hoe althoy;.ltigla- 
etch much v1 his hook eto Chriſtian Princes 
perſuade chem he deſeudes no ohr hen 
| Cachehke fach. ye inthe end —— 
is foreed to confeſle that (notobit aud 
-ludes iu the number all the ptofeſſot 228 
etended xefſotmatione tn in — cuncties 
gge & yet cheꝝ doe nor by machia—- 
bunte to fo. manic; as caſeſſe the Togirarie, 
dat is the CatbolikeRomandodtine, & Re- 
gion: preached & in ſo manie ſcuc- 
ll nations 8 places o of che * 
or 


46 tus Ewert Rrtrdton 
orbe. In ſo much that if anie of our 
wae ſo ent as to conteſts ot re 
— ine 4 tructh, gina Aufm I m 
e Inſidels & leves vill be readie ti 
— agaial hun in d | 
ment. 
By which and thereftl haue delinered, th 
clearely conſequent that the Englisb Nel 
(eſpecially if it be intended as it i 
| in divers points frony ther 2 e 
ue reforrhed- edngregatioms} c 
n anie coulor of trueth; be 
— vniuetſal in 1 of 77 | 
ſuppoſing that accetdmg to the doctrine 
thets, & np commom geception of the ve 
among Chriſtians , this a lation or f 
furname agrees onely to 2 Chriftian | 
giow'which hath generalitie of perſons 
well ay of tyme, place, obie& or 
which generalitie cinet poſſibly be ce | 
bat in order or with relation tothe greater ui 
bet of beleecuing profeſſing Chriſtits, as bei 
quite repugnant to teaſon that the leſſer p 
of a anie mulritude or total number shoulc 
named either general ot common, & muck 
leſle reaſon —— ein would obwine the mol 
ample and vaſte denomination of-yniner ale 
pecially where boch parties are extant: & r& 
ky ſame pteſent time. 


Bur perhaps our aduerſaries will ſay that 0 


1 18 wor Carmontnks”! 4) 
ee of ſcripture & Fathers it is not nebeſſurle 
nauer rhe true Religion either is or hath ben 
o  ceadie diffuſed over all or moſt partes of the 


| eld, but it is ſufficient that it will be prea-- 
"WW hed inellor molt places before the end ofthe 
d, Kid. ſo altho' this hach hot ben verified in 
200 hc Religion as yet, neuer the leſſe t 
ar ill be ſo extended in the tyme to come. 4 
f Tothis ITzephe that uche ther is ſome ve« a 
| rietic among diuines aboute the ſenſe of tht na end 
phace cited & ſome other places of ſeripturt tei a ſonme 
ES che lame to wit whetherthey - Oc, 
crab ofthe Apoliles onely or of cham ac; .- 
c their ſucceſſors, 24 alſo wherher they 
theryme preſent or future, & finally v ether 
they be verified in all rigot ot᷑ onely in a e 
mon motall manner; ntuerttreleſſe I finde 
they all agree in that the Chutch of Chriſt 
hath ben altea die ſo barre extended either by 
the Apoſtles them ſelues, oc at leaſt by hem 
& their ſuoceſſort, — y affir- 
medto haue hen — & planted 
in the — — er in poweFor! 
virtually onely, even according torhe ſemſd e 
the forelaid wordes & other of ſeripturt 
which ſpeake in the forure tenſe, as appeerh 
plainely by che vordetof S. Paule in his fir 
chaptet ro the Coloſſiam, vher be affirmes' 
that euen in histyme the Goſpel 
1 


4s. Tuk ente Autan. 
bem, Aſeit 15(ſarth hei ou! 
vords I {ay at e ſo clente chat cheat is no place 
tergiuerſation t geplie in chis parties! 
chat according totbm it muſt of neceſli 
gtaunted by out aduprlaries (enen 
plawely contrad ct h. Paul & the fri 1 
chat che facclaid exrenton ofchefat 
doth not expect hetime to come, but isa 
die made as much aaſaueth 7 
vetifying of cha ſame S. Paul to the Ron 
befote iclated, whole words in my ug 
aig mifeſuy chu need. e the leaſtiin * 

be vndet ioo aii the proferetende! by 
the(c.orherrv ords of himſelfe n dheopiſt q 
the Colloſſenſes enc no by wer | 


doubsleſſe <draives plaine ex pod ofche b 

mer, asappcatet by he comentat ic of d. Che 

loltome 15 them ſay ing of the Ciurch 
1 


Chiiſt. Adc/t-vique ſuper es abt f w 
pr <ftat Ligue. * „ öl eaifiicr; 4 
And e\tho I am not ignotãt that buth ancics 
Fathers & 1 Suines rack; that (as fu 
hene (poakcyv you choſe wunde. Pt ed 
drcabuany lan gAν dei Vainteyo wund: 
the ee concluſion of the ptraꝶ 
ching of che Coſpell in cuetie glace Shalk 
not be — before t | cooſummghy" 
tion. of the world, as being a ptecedent ſigut 
therob; neuer theleſſe as this is true in it ſelfe, iy 


5 
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in no peak iag abſolutely) cntratie 
to the — of che Church which at 
this preſenees & in times paſt hath cuar ben. as 
is euudently contunced by the vruings of che 
ſame anciau Fathers & modeine diwings who 
ntly tcadh iat t he true Church of 

Chriſt was ſufficiently [; ed in the world:to 
make it vniuctlall euõ io heit owde frumatiue 
as theit wotdes hy nde teh eatſod is ditlers 

of, thasertaciſe,clearely toſbiſie: who alfo 

if they had died in thoikpreſcor dayes fight 
with facre greater dan +haue afbemed.ibe 
— chutch in which them ane 


bookes mm ſeſbe ther to haue bucd 
& member hrngoleremuch more n 


then at that time it a 

And cauainely for che defendges: 15 — 
Chuich of England io ini iat ak hof thcit 
Relig on hic hetto hach not ben vntucxſall in 
the — chat hereaſter it vill he v niuer- 
ſall befure the end of the word, is bach royde 
of ptababiliae & ridiculous. 

Firſt becauſe it is the naturc of true Religien 
to bring reale & ferubt withit eſpeciaſly in the 
begining as appearerh inthe Apoſtles & their 
ſucoeſſots in the ſirſt ages who nocobitanding 
all ckheimpediments that the deuill by humane 
wit do malice could contriue, yet d d they ex- 
tend & pcopagate the fuih of Chtiſt in ii: uers 
nations & — * remote & barba- 


lous. 
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rons; Wherefore if the Religion of 
had ben the true faich bf Chriſt doubtleſſe i 
would by the profeſſors of it haue ben long 
ſince ſoextended & dilated that it should no 
need to be brought to thoſe ſtreits as to fetch 
their vniuetſalitie from the verie end of the 
world. ” 
Secondly becauſe the nature of the Religion 
of England is ſuch vat it hath no conueniem 
meanes for propagation of irſelfe in the whole 
world,inregard that thoſe to v home the chars 
ge of preaching &teach the ſame is committed 
ate mEthat —— either — y tyed to ve 
children, & poſteritie ox els liue in ex .& 
& deſite —— — 
modities, & ſcarce euet dreame of extendi 
their Religion farther then their owne 
Parishes: yea & their doctrine it felfe teaches 


them that either they muſt all matie obneceſs 


ſitie as ſome ofthem-maintaine , or at the leaſt 


chat it is more expechent, & ſecute for them ti 
matie then to lead a ſinglelife: ſu ing which 
particulars it is — vnpoſſible for them 
euer to preach their faith to all nations ( 
Chriſt commaundeth) w.th ſuch clogges at 
their heelesas are wife, children, & poſteritie. 

Thirdlie it is certainelie k no vne that fince 
the Religion of England vas eſtablished in the 
torme & manner that now it is in „the profel- 
fors of it neuet went to ame foten nation pur- 


poldy 
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15 Mor CarwoltxY, it 
poſely to preach their faith, & much leſſe haue 
they ener taken anie all courſe fot the 
conuerſion of infidels by anie mi ſſion of Mini- 
ſters, ot by other meants. Or if anie of them 
haue trauelled into ſtrange countries ( which 
are Knowne to be verie fewe in numbet) it : 
hath ben onelie, or cheefely forremporall te(- 
pets as for that they haue ben ſilenced in their 
ownecountrie for preaching (ome extrauagant 
errours, orels for ſome other crime ot publike 
offence committed; of perhaps ſome vn- 
benificed , ignorant, & threedbare Fellowes 
who for waht of meanes to maintaine them 
ſelues, reſolue deſperatelie to tryetheir fortune 
in an other place onelie for that reſpect & not 
for chaxitie or zeale of reduceing people to 
Chriſtian Religion . Andif wry vans, finde 
anie pore blacKamore, or other barbarian that 
heareing the name of Chriſtians, de ſires to be 
of their Religion, yet theſe falſe ApolHes pro- 
ceed ſo ſuperficiallic with them & giue them 
ſo ſmale & ill inſtruction, that it is to be feared 
that after they haue baptized them on thieir 
hion, they till remaine as black as they 
were before both in bodie & ſbule. Nay their 
deuotion is ſo could in this nature, that they 
themſelues are ashamed either to _ —— 
brag of it, as experience doth teach for that. 
— not ante baoke ettantt hat e et I could 
heare ofyin vhich it may appeare thit they 
D z haue 


*in K 


SE 


- 
8. 


caſt 


+ 


cv, Thy ExcLien RALI %o 
The diſcal- haue (performed anie notable matics in 
Carme- particular. Whereas yet on the conttarie 
— __ ſtaties are full of the infiair number of Infidely 
--" v hich the profeſſors of the Romay GChurg 
ned hu bop haue converted & dayly convert tothe Chile 
for their (tan faith both intha Oriental & Oecdenu 
e i® 1 dies & other places, & that with loſſe of then 
— 4 hugs & whatſocuer other comodiies 
King per- haue in this world, as is manifeſt eſpeciallie in 
aßen as the foute Orders of Mendicants & the leſuitʒ 
I aminfor- vho ngt ohſtanding innumerable diffi culticꝭ 
* (till continue their annuall Miſſions ordained 
to chat ſame end & purpoſe of propagating 
Catholjke Religion in all countries & nation 
Laſtelie I ſay that for the ptofeſſots of the 
English faith to ſay, chat their Religion will 
be extended thro the whole warld before the 
day of Indgement is mierlie theit e pred 
con, to Which no man of matute iudgemen 
ought to giue ctedit except they ficſt prous 
themſelues to be true Prophets which in my 
opinion they can no more per forme then rhe 
can proue the de ſcent of their pedegtee from 
ſaint Michael the Archangell, Aud thus v 
{ce plainelie that the English Religion as naw 
it is ptoſeſſed being deſtitute of all meanes to 
propagate it (clf ; as hitherto it neither is no 
cuer Was vniucr(all in the world, fo neither 
canit be imagined with anie probable. coulout 
of reaſon that euer it can poſſible in futuis 
times 


- — 
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times cometobe (pred ouer all the nations 8 
the whole world as according to (criptures & 
Fathers the true Church ought to be, & the 
mer of my ſotmer Sylogiſme doth affirme. 
And not to inſiſte ame longet in this matter, I 
in like manner proue the r propoſition of 
the ſame argument by the ſame 000 whicl: 
baue vied for the proofe of the fortlaid me- 
cor, which if they be duelie applied to the Eu- 
glish Religion they will plainclie demonſtrate, 
that the Religion of England neither hath ben, 
is, not cuer will be preached & published in 
all partes of the world & conſequentſie that 
it hath not vninetſallitie of place which is that 
which che concluſion of the argument doth 
containe. 

It is true I further conceiue that the profeſ- 
ſors of the English faith as men diſpoſed to 
cauille, may yet once againe replie, & ſay chat 
in tegarde their Religion is the ame vich the 
Religion ofthe Apoſtles, therefore it hath the 
ſame vniuerſallitie v bich the A poſtolicall Re- 
ligion hath, 

But to this I reioyne anſer fitſte that I have 
che ved before that the Religion now preſeſ- 
ſed in England doth differ in diuets ponts ftom 
the Faich of the Apoſtles, the patticulats of 
vhich difference I haue before pecified, 4vis 
that of iuſtification by faith onelie, cht de. 
ny all ofthereall preſence & rhe rel}. | 
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Secondliel ſay that this replie is that kindg 
of abſurditie in diſputation which the Logitify 
call petit10 Prins that is, when that is aſſu. 
med by the diſputant for a true & certaing 
Principle which ought to be prouedas being 
the verie mattet in queſtion, & (othis is onedlie 
an euaſion of the aduetſatie which hath no 
more forcethem his owne authoritie giuesit, 
which isnoneat all. 

And now by this & that more which hath 
ben ſayd touchingthe vniuerſallitie of place & 
perſons, it is molt apparent that che English 
Religion hath no ſuch attribute & conſe- 

uentlie that it is defectiue in that nature. 

Wherefore hence I paſſe to the laſt gender 
or kynde of vniuerſallitie which is that of the 

enerall rule of faith, of which there be two 
— the one is nothing els but the wordof 
God as it is contained in the ſcriptures or di- 
uine & Apoſtolicall craditions . The other rule 
is the viſible Church by whoſe authoritie we 
come to knowe certainely & infallibly the 
true ſenſe of the worde of God, & all thoſe 
things which his diuine maieſtie hath reuailed 
as matter of faith to be beleeued by all fortes 
of people, or other v iſe neceſſatie to ſaluation. 

And oftheſetwotules ( which ſome diuide 


properlie & conuenientlie) the ſecond which 
is the authotitie of the Church is commonlie 


called 
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called in the ſchooles regola propontns, chat is 
a rule or way by which the prime tcuailing 
veritie or dinine auchoritic Which is the for- 
mall obiect & foundation of {upernaturall 
faith, is immediatelie applied vnto beiceuers, 
And altho' if indeed the worde of God vere ſo 
cleare that euerie one by reading the watdes 
of ſcripture, or Apoſtolicall exadinions as they 
are ſett downeinthe Councels ot other recor- 
des of the Church, could not but vnderitand 
chem in a true & vmiforme ſenſe, the ſuſt of 
thoſe two rules might ſuſice alone, y ethecauſe 
the ſcriptures are obſcure & difficult in cheir 
vnderſtanding as boch themſelues & expe- 
tience teſtiſie: & alſo becauſe out of the imper- 
fection of nature mens iudgements oftentimes 
diſagree in mattets of doctrine & prachice, 
therefore beſides that ſpeachleſſe rule, þ I 
meane in deciſion of matters of controuęsſie) 
there was neceſſatie another liuing &. vocall 
rule by which the true meaning of the ſirſt & 

rime cule which is che worde of God, might 
loimfallibiy be declated vnto "hi caalidaubes 
& ſcruples excluded, theit mindes & conſcien · 
ces might ſafely teſt in euerie point of faith by 
it propoſed without anje further queſtion, os 
ecrgiuerfation. 

Now to come to the purpoſe, in that firſt 
foundation of faich bed ig isthe amhoritie of 
God as he reugileth matters to his Church, c 
D 4 yhoyz 
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without whichrrue faith cannot (ſtand, the dew” 
fenders of the English Religion agree withths- 
Korhaniſts ; as alſo they agree with them ia 
the firſt of tnerworules , attheleaſt ſo fartbas 
concernesthis controuetſie, that is they hould 
Gods vordeto be a rule of faith asthe Reman 
Catholikes hould: But the difference is in that 
our aduetſaries will needs haue the worde of 


God to be the ſcripture onelie, & that inter- 


pteted by the ſpirit of euerie ptiuate perſow 
who reades it, & conſequenter they hould this 


onelie for their rule proponent by which che di- 


uine authoritie is applied to euerie point of 
faith in the belecuers. 

Whetess on the contratie we Romaniſts be- 
leeue &vie the authority of the moſtvniuerſall 


Chut ch as the — — of Gods teuai- 


ling veriti6 vnto vs in all matters of faith & 
manners. And in this fule vpon which all cer- 
taintie offaith dependes pw nos that is for as 


much as t&ucherh the iets or credents, l 


here proue that the English Religion wanterh 7 


this vniuerſallitie as well as the reſt of the 
obiect & circunutanees abone diſcuſſed the 
w hich 1 demonſtrate in this forme of argu- 
ment. 


That onelie proponent rule of faith his vni- 


uerſall which is one & theſame inall or at the 
leaſt in the gteatet arte of beleeuers. | 


But that which the ptofeſſots of the English 
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Religion hould for their proponent rule of 
faich is not one & the ſame in all ot thegreater 

e of belecuers. 
Ergo — which _ — of che — 
lish Religion hould for cheit pt ent r 
— enigerfall 8 
The mer of this Sylogiſme is enident by 
the definition of yniuerſall, which — 
to the docttine of Philoſophers is oneinall i 
it be taken in tigor of Logike, or as the Meta- 
phiſicians vſe the worde. Ot ai che leaſt it ſig 
ifies the greater parte ifit be accepted onely in 
a morall ſenſe, as here l take i. From which 
declaration of the word vniuerlall is collected 
no leſſe cleare & convinceneproofe of oo my 
nor (tron which afirmei h that 
— of faith in the profeſſors of ihe 
Church of England is not one & the ſame in 
all, or yet in the greater parte of beleeners. 
harwhich |sheve hiſt , becauſe the priuate 
pirit of eucrie prufctior of the English Reli- 
gion which is the onelie immediate rule of 
faith they profeſſoto follow in matters of faith 
s the veric founde of the worde doth declare, 
5 peculiar to thoſe that haue it. & not common 
oall, thercforeit cannot poſſible be ganctall 
dt vniuetſall. N 
That the ſpirit by which the profeſſors 
he English Religion interpret the worde of 


od ispnculiar to ſome one ic & not common 
to all 


In his 
boo ke di. 
rected to 
Chriſtian 
Princes. 
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to all ſuch as exteriorly profeſle the faith of 


Chriſt it is manifeſt in that it neither paſſeth in 
to other countries with cõfotmitie in all poi 


of beleefe to all the reſt ofthe pretended refor. 
med Churchesas appeareth in the controuerſu 
of the real preſence with the lutherans, the 
inamiſſibilitie of grace, the point of Predeſtina- 
tion, free will with the Arminians: nay not yu 
dothir agree with the ſpirit of all the inhabi- 
tants of Englandit ſelfe, as boch King Ilames 
doth line ſuppoſe wher he graunteth thet 
at manie Puritans in his Realme befdes Pa- 
= & Proteſtants: & alſo experinental know- 
edge doth manifeſt the ſame, it being cettai- 
nely know ne & generally confeſſed on all ſides 
that thoſe three ſortes of people be not gouet · 
ned by one vniforme ſpirit, but euerie one by 
their ownerule of faith, the rule ofthe Noma- 
niſts being one & common amongthem ſelues 
in all places ofthe world, but on the contratie 
the rule of the Proteſtants, & Puritans, being 
divided & ſeuetall both in their one countrie 
& out of it, both among themſelucs & alſo 
from the Catholikes — they bes 
w hich diuiſion both from themſelues & others 
15 an infallible argument that they haue no 
»niuerſallitie in their propounding rule of 
faith. That which yet more plainely a es 
& is conhrmed by a worke lately ooblichel 
by a Proteſtant Doctor (his name I doe not 
| temem- 
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remembers ) who deſcribes ſcueral ſectes of 
Puricans or pure Caluiniſts all different both 
among themſelues & from the English Pro- 
teſtants. Which diuerſitie of ſees cannot 
ſtand withour a different ſpirit ot rule of faith. 
Secondlie I proue the ſpitit of the profeſſors 
ofthe English religion is not one & the ſame 
in all or the er parte of credents, becauſe 
it is not that ſpirit by hich the viſible Church 
hath ben in all times, places, & perſons ſueceſ- 
ſiuely gouerned v ithout interruption, 2 
& 

is 


not an vniuerſall {; pirit but onelie parti 


ptiuate. The antecedent of this ar 
certaine for that if it werethe ſame, it would 
be founde conformable & ſubordinate to 
che ſpirit of the greater parte of the Chriſtian 
Churches, & the Religion of England would 
be agreable to the Religion of the ſame 
Churches both in doctrine ice & gouer - 
nement, v hich neuertheleſſe we ſeeto be con · 
trarie & repugnaut vnto chem. 

Thirdly, the ſpirit of the maintainers of the 
preſent Religion of England is not confot- 


unable tothe (pirit oftheit anteceſſors for aboue 


nine hidreth yeares toge her at the leaſt, chet- 
fote it is not vniuerſall. That che ſpirit of che 
maintainers of the preſent Religion of England 
is not conformable to the ſpitit of thit ance - 
ſtors, I proue by the anthoritie of all hiſtorio- 
graphers & wicters cuen the pretended refor- 

a mcrs 
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mers them ſelues who haue either exprefh 
teſtiſied or at the leaſt not denyed but t 
all this ſpace of tyme euen vntill the dayeret 
King Edward the Sixt which is not yeta ha 
dreth yeares, the Maſſe & reall preſence vm 
generally approued, the communion vnde 
one Kynde practiced, Altars & pictures vied 
in Churches with honor & reuerence. Pu- 
gatorie & prayer to ſaints taught & allowed 
& finally all the points of doctrine & mann 
betweene the Romaniſts & Anglicans now 
comrouerſed were publikly profeſled , al 
which neuertheleſle is at this time condemned 
& quite renounced & abandoned by the 
teſſors ofthe preſent English faith. Of whi 
both they & ve ate eye vitneſſes at this day; 
Which two things can not poſſible be done 
by one & the fame ſpirit of God in regarls' 
they ar quite appolite & cõtradictotie intheal 
ſelues, & conlequently the ſpirit of thoſe v 
profeſle to tepugne to that ſame dodtring 
which they know & acknovled their 
ceſſots to haue imbtaced as ſound & pious&. 
conformable to the worlde of God, ſo 
former ages lſucceſſiuely, cannot be conctiued 
to be an vniuerſall ſpitit, but priuate & propet 
to them ſelues. 

Fourtly the ſpitit oft he preachers & teacher 
ofche English Religion is quite different from 
the tpirit of the doctors & writers chat haut 

ad- 
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adhered & abeyed the Roman Church ,-in 
cuerie ſeuerall age, asu manifeſt co chaſe v 
read them & compare their v or kes with the 
wriungs ofthe pretenſme reforming doctor 
of out tymes the doctrine of thoſe that haue 
writ — the firſt Centutie of yeares 
imediately fallowing the Apoltles being i 
ckled with! pictie 4 2 — 
ſaints in heauen & eſpocially the virgin Marie; 
as their lermons, Hotmkies * — : 
& other their workes-doe wtife, of which 
matter {tore is to be founde ofpecially 
in 8. (Cyprian, Chryfoitome , Hicrome, 
Ambruſe; Augultin., Gregorie , Damacene, 
Bernard the reft ohe Romi diuines which 
haue writ ever ſinco; en till chis preſtne 

tyme, in home alſo ther is frequent mention 
& comendation of miracles operarcd by the 
ſaints & chrir reli queiſ nome of which particu- 
lars in ame of the Writings af che 
— English Religion, but rather 
in their bookes & — | in- 
dcuore moſt erneltly to petſuade the people 

« that they ought not tu Reatiten after umie ſuch 
macrers,, but — for falſe & 
i\upct{tivious,oratthe | 
& i ment, & —— ſee by this 
that the ſpirit of tho Englich profeſſort is con- 
trarie — ofthe whale torrent 'of the 
moſt learned & renowned men ofall ages paſt 

euen 
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eyen to this pteſent day; & con it 
can not be generall , common or vniu 

nor atcpe ſpitit, except the owners of it will 


condemnethe contrane ſpirit of the moſt lears A 
ned, iudicious, & pious men of all fince I (<< 
thetyme of Chriſt & his Apoltles to ben niſts; 
falſe & erroneous, & theirs onely the rei inch 


ſpirit of God. Which is the higheſt degree of haue 
temeritie that can be imagined. „. pray 
Laſtely. lu ptactice oi virtue & excrciſe af the) 
good life the ſpirit of the preachers & reachers If ther 
of the English — now proſeſſed, is diſa· ¶ duc 
greeable to the practice & exetciſe of virtue of I VO" 
the doctots & paſtots of the Roman Churck || bod 
in all ſucceding ty mes ſince che firſt foundation hie 
of the ſame: a great patte of whoſe wriri ned 
ar replenished v uh tules & drieions.for © vn 
2 contemplation, mortificationofrhs day 
ie & inordinate paſhons of the foule, by 
faſting, vie of hereclothes, diſciplines, proſtras,, cer 
uons, acts of obedience, & reſignation of their tle 
willesto the commaunde of (uperiocs, vowes lel 
of obedience, chaſte & pouertie, monaſticall Ip3 
inſtitutions, ſontatie life of monkey; Ana- * 
chotites & Eruutes, & other Religiuus con- C. 
uentuall men & women, & finally with all iti 
other meames v hich poſſible could be ignagi- K 
ned as either neceſſatie or conueniem for the A 
exerciſe of a religious & virtuous courſe of life, * 
None of all which or at the leaſt venice little is th 
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to be founde inthe bookes of the teachers of 
the Englu h Religion or heard incheirpublike 
ſermons or priuate exhorrations. 64 
And it is true that (one of them as it 
ſcemes moued with emulation of the Roma 
niſts( vho euen in this pteſent age labore uc 
in that Kinde as our laries cannot denie) 
haue published ſome thing in the nature oft 
prayer ot deuotion, yeris it in ſuch a manner as _ 
they reduce theexcrciſe of a Chriſtian life ei 
ther to the exetciſe of faith onely or cheetly, et · 
cluding or at the leaſt not inducing to externall 
workes of Pennance and mortification ofthe 
bodie. Or els they proceed in ſuch a newefa» 
shion (as being onely ſutable to thar owne 
newe Principles of faith & manners) as neuer 
vas heard inanicage ofthe world before the 
dayes of Luther. | 
That which doth particularly appeate in a 
certaine neve vot ke lately published & iuti- 
tled. The handmaid of pietie, which neuertho· 
lelle hath not one dramme of true pietie or one 
ſpar ke of that ſpirit which hath reigned in the 
i |} viſible Church ſince the the firſt plantation of 
Chciſtian Religion: which booke notobſtan- 
ſting ic bath £ name of a Mannuall yet is 
ic not conforme either tothe Mannuall of S. 
Auguſtin, or anie other cuer vicd hicherto a- 
mong Chriſtian people : but forged in the au- 
thors one proper braine, & canſiſting of — 
roa- 
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froathie (pule asfelbbelude che pulpi 
made his preach ug, full of pedant mes & 
affectation as the worde /vpparte && 
as the vetie fu ſt words ot the title y wel 
ke which are in Latin to makeon i 
& dedicated to a falſely d Pauune 
his religion. v home altho the worlt.did wi 
for a ſmale time, yet it neuer peruerted he 
ble & conſtant iudgement, v hoe now hath 
turned to het ancient home with ſatre g 
lotie vnto it then it loſt by her abſence, 
Aud chat which is more vntolerable 
fanemimiſter with his feruor & deuoriab p 
now & chen mugler a lye or a p, 

617. V hete ſpeałing of che faſt of le 
athcmes. That thole uf his profeſſion | 
Religion ot the (ubtiunceof Gods 5 
faſting or fcalling, as ſaich shethe Papal | 
And in the page toilowing he (athin bus o 
name & in he naine of his brot het Puritãs. N 
hold not falling to bea workeplalngdifGod 
And yet iu his page 609. he graues chagtalal 
religioutly at ſoinc time is Gods cũaaumnui 
Aud pag. 611, that lent faſt is pattely religh 
& otdered by the Church for religious eue 
bindeth the colcicnce mediately:v buch iacti 
poſinons of this grand Doctor l am not able W 
recõcile. And yer for a partcofiuwclfoddyes - 
uotiõ he putteththe paymẽt of uches,w hich ; 
decd is a deuotiõ f more profitable to him 


4 Is not — — . 
doe — declate that whattocuer api 
imitation theſe fellowes vic in vriing lome 
fewec bookes of deuotion & prayer, yet is their 
ſpirit quite contrarie to the common ſpixit of 
the vniuetiall Church, & vholely vertige- 
nous, extrauagant, & peculiar to themielues. 
And to chis the like may be added of their 
Church ſeruict & forme of adminiftration of 
Sacraments as may be ſeeme in their book eo 
common prayer, Which, as it manifeſt to chem 
chat read it, — — — from all che 
Lyturgies & e formes of prayers & 
ſtocals chat — vied in the Church — 
fore the preachings of Luther, not onely in tlie 
manner ofadmim(ſtrating the Sacraments and 
ſeruice, but alſo in ſors ſubſtantiall points of 
themboch. Their being not anie mentiõ in the 
of common prayer of either annointing 
vithChtiſme in — of extreme vnctiò 
of che ſicke: not of conſectatiõ of the Euchatiſt, 
or abſolute commaunde tp receiue it, but one - 
ly with condition ot tathet with expreſſe order 
or pretept chat ther bea wholecongregation 
that is ſome perſons mote diſpoſed to commu- 
nicate wich the infirme partie beſides himlclte, 
& that othet wiſe he mult haue patiẽce & take 
his journey to an other world without his - 
ticum. Neither is it ther ordained diretly that 
chat the Communicants shall vie the homolo- 
. | E geh, 


. 


66 Tun Encoirisn Ruticzon 3 
gefie,or Sacrame of Pennance cõſiſting of eas 
trition, confeſſion, & ſatisfaction as a nec 
eparation to the communion, except oneiys 
in caſe they finde theit ——— 
anie weightic matter, & that when they 
at the point of death: contenting themſelugy 
at all other times of their receiuing the Lom 
ſupper with a generall confeſſion onely ; made 
either by one of the communicants , or byti 
miniſterinthe name of the reſt. The contrary 
of all which parricularsare neuettheleſſe found 
inall Lythurgies, Miſſals, & Directories of 
mer times, m all places of the Chriſtian 
as may be ſcene in the letatchie of Saint DE n 
nis, & the Roman Order, of which euen ths 
newer of the twoe was practiced in the 
Church at the leaſt 8ogyeares agoe. 4 _ 

But now to conclude hauin ed chrof# 

all the ſeuerall kindes of — itie that cas 
be imagined with an exact diſcuſſion of the i- 
ture & properties of the ſame, & finding none 
of them in the Religion now publikely prg» 
felled in England: & beſides thus, it being cer 
taine both according to the docttine of the an 
pe cient Doctors of the Church & moderne diu 


p _— = worde Catholike is the ſame that 

| vniuetſall, penerall or cõmon as is apparent by 

ub. c. 38. f. Auguſtins reſponſion to Petilianus wher 

. ſaith that che name (uholicꝭ ſignifies ſec 

Lib.3. ©:2+ as allo againſt the epiltl e of Gaudentius 
T 


: 
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LY Teacing that the Church therfoce is called Ca- 
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tholike of the Greek worde becauſe it is ex 
tẽded thtou the whole world. This Iſay being 
— D | 
follow ofthe iſles that the 5h Reli- 
lion is not — — 
or Congregation in Which true faith is not 
founde, & in which by conſequence no ſalua 
tion can be hoped ot ed for ſuch as ob 
ſtinately ſeperating c ues from the vnitie 
and vniuetſalitie of the moſt vuiuetſally re- 
iued Religion liue and dis in it. And this may 
ſuffice for declacatzon & confirmation of 
my firſt ptincipall argyazent or demo 
n 


THY SECOND PRINCIPAL” 
ARGYE ENT. 


Y, ſecond principal argumene which 
c 


the faliitie of che English Re- 

ligion isthis, That Religion is falte which hat h 

a falſe or at the leaſt an Vncertaine Canon of 

ſcripture. to 

But the Religionof England hatha falſe or 
at the leaſt an vncertaine Canon of ſcripture. 

Ergo the Religion of. England is a * 

E 2 [I 
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Religion. The Maior doubtleſſe is yi 0 
ted by our aduerſaries. The mir which ay” 
denie,] prone. and for the of it I ſuppl 
that the true Canon of ſeripture can not 
knowne but by ſome externall aut horid 
meanes diſtin from it ſelfe whether ir b 
iudpernent of euerie faithfull perſon 
by the diuine ſpirit as manie of our aduerſarity 
affirme, or whether i be the declaration ofthe 
Church aſſiſted by diuine inſpiration of which 
it shall be diſputed in an other place. Mos 
ouertheſe meanes or this aut hot ie mul 
infallible otherwiſe it can ingender no f 
cettainetie in the mywdas ofthe beleeuetit 
ching the matter in queſtion, but they we 
remaine till doubtfull of the ſame. And the 
ceas6forwhich this cternall authoti ge ii 
required tothe knowledge of the inſte 
titie of the u titten worde of God & ſot i 
diſtmguishing of #ht true pattes bf tl fame 
fromthe Apochtypha & doùbtfull, is becauſe 
chat as the ſcriptutes doe in no places 
& declare them ſelues either in totalli 
parte veflectiuely to be the true worde | 
delivered by Chriſt & his Apoſtles 16 the 
much leſſe auerre theſe detetminate bod kes 
partes of the Bible & no other, to be the ont 
true authenticall ſcriptures. 1 

This being now ſuppoſed as certaine 
both ſides, I ptoue the foreſaic miner ro vit that 


= 
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the Church of England hath a falſe, alen 
an vncertaine Canon of ſcriptute by an other 
ſilogiſme in this manner. a 

That Canon of ſcripture is falle, ot at the 
leaſt yncettaine which diſagreeth from all 
other Canons that euer were in anie Chriſtian 
Church before the dayes of Luther. 

But the Canon of ſcripture vied nowe in 
England is diſagreeable to all other Canons 
that euer were in anig Chriſtian Church be- 
fore the dayes of Luther; 

Ergo the Canon of {cripture yied nowe in 
the Church of England is a falſe or at the leaſt 
an vncertaine Canon. 

In the Maior of this ſilogiſme ther is no 
doubt. The miner I prove by comparing the 
Canon of England with thoſe ſcucrall Canons 
which according tothe diuerſitie of opinions 
in that pw among ſome of the ancient Fa- 
thersin former tymes, ar foundeco be three in 
number, how beit of thoſe three ther was one 
which was euet more commonly recciued 
then the teſt, to wit that Canon which in the 
Councels of Florence & Trent was defined to 
be infallible & is that ſame whichat chi pre- 
ſent the Roman Church vſech reiecting all 
other for Apochryphall & inauthenticall. 

No the firſt of thoſe three Canons or Or- 
ders of divine volumes confiſterh. of thoſe 
bookes of which ther was neuer anie doubt 

4 E; made 
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made but that they be ſacred & Canonical 
The ſecond order is of thoſe of which ther 
hath ben alwaycs doubt neither hitherto ar 
receiued by the Church, to wit, the third & 
fourth bookes of Eſdras & thethird of the Ma. lik 
chabies . The third order containeth thoſe p 
bookes of which ther hath ben doubt in for. - 
mer tymes. Which ar Heſter. Iudith Tobias, k 
5 Thetwo firſt bookes of the Machabies. The | © 
Eccleſiaſticus, the booke of viſdome & the lr 
Prophet Baruch. Which belong to the old b 
Teſtament. And in the new Teſtament the - 
epiſtle to the Hebrewes . The epiſtles of 8. l 
lames & lude, the ſecond of S. Peter, & theſe. | 
cond & third of S. lohn with his Apochali 
| 
| 


Nove that the Canon of the — 
England doth not agree with the firſt order 
conſiſting of ſuch bookes of ſcripture as of 
which no doubt hath ben ever made, it is moſt 
euident for that in their Canon ofthe old Te- 
ſtament is included the booke of Heſter of 
which doubt hath ben made by Melito, Naxi- 
anzene & S. Athanaſius: & in the new Teſta- 
ment they admit the epiſtle to the Hebrew es 
& the Apochalips (to omit ethers) of which 
henerthelelſe — hath ben made, of the firlt 
by origen, & ofthe ſecond by Euſebius, which 
was allo quite omitted by Cyrill & Nazidzene, 
nay & that whichis moreto this purpole, Lu- 
ther did expteſſely teiect them both with the e- 
piſtle of S. Iames. Tou- 


- 
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Touching che ſecond Order or Canon, ther 
is no necdta bring anie proofe , in regarde it is 
vell knowe that the Church of England doth 
not admit the two firſt bookes of Machabeis, 
& much leſſe doe they allowe of the third as 
likewiſe neither they allowe the third and 
fourth of Eſdras. 

Laſtely touching the third & laſte Order, 
they admit Heſterinto their Canon as by the 
ſixt article oftheir new Creed doth appeate, 
but they teiect ludich, Tobie, the Machabeis, 
Eccleſiaſticus, & the Prophet Baruch: And yet 
as I ſaid before Heſter vas doubted of at the 
leaſt by Melito, Nazianzene & S. Athanaſius: 
& contratily of the booke of Iudith ic is con- 
felled by ſaint Hicrome that it is read to haue 
ben numbred or counted among the holie 
ſcriptures by the Councell of Nyce, which 
booke nat abſtanding is expreſſelie excluded 
out of the English Canon ofthe old teſtament 
as the ſoteſaid article oftheits doth declare. 

Andin the Canon of the new Teſtament 
they put the epiſtle of 8. Iames & lude, the ſe- 
cond & of ſain Peter, the ſecond & third of 
ſaunct lohn & his Apocalips, which yet in for- 


mer times by ſome authors of accounte haue 


ben either quite excluded from the Canon, ot 
at the leaſt held for doubtfull. So we ſee that 
our English profeſſots differ & diſſent intheir 
Canon from all the ſeuctall Canons of ſcrip- 

| E 4 ture 
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ture that either they themſelues or ame other 
can imagin to haue ben in the world in anie 
former age, yea euen from the Lutherans them 
ſelues whome neuertheleſſe they vſe corancke 
among their brothers at the leaſt v henſoeuet 
they make for their purpoſe & aduantage a- 
gainſt the Romaniſts. 


Further more if perhaps they ſay they haue 


the true Canonof ſcripture becauſe they haue 
the ſame bookes of the old Teſtament which 
the lewesby infallible authoritie held for Ca- 
nonicall : A che ſame bookes of the new Te- 
ſtament w hich the Roman Church houldes 
for Canonicall . Then 1 demande of them hilt 
how they cometo know that their Canon is 
iuſte the lame with that of the lewes neither 
more nor lefle, & how they beaſlured that the 
ancient lewes who onelic & notthe moderne 
leves, were the ttue people of God & by him 
— & ruled , by whar infallible meanes l 
ay doe they k nove that thoſe lewes excluded 
thoſe ſame bookes of the old Teſtament, out 
ofthcir Canon as Apochripba which the Ro- 
man Church holdes for Canonicall? To vit 
judith, Tobie, Sapience, Eccleſiaſticus, Ma- 
chabies. And! vrge them thus. Either they 
hadthat knowledge from the lewes themſel- 
ues, or from the (criptures themſelues, or by 
tradition of the Church, or by the ſpirit or in- 
Ip.rationof God. Fromthe Iewes they could 
nor 
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not poſſible haue certgine knowledge of 
cand. Fot that alcho their authority were once 
infallible in receiving the true Canon of ſcrip- 
ture either in itſelſe or by the aſſiſtance & your 
udence of God: yet after the coming of Chri 
& his eſtabliment of the Euangelicall lawe, 
thatinfallibleauthoritic of theirs ceaſed , & fo 
by them noiufallible knowledge of Canonical | 
ſcriptures could poſſible be from thence deti- b 
ued vnto the Church uf Chriſt: Nay neither 
vas it ſuteable tothe dignitie of Chriſt & his 
Church that the leves should interpoſe their 
authotitie in that nature, 
Secondlie from the ſctiptures themſclues it 
is cleate out aduetſaries could not receiue in- 
fallible knowledge of the Canon of the old 
Teſtament inthe manner befote declared, be- 
cauſe neither the old nor new ſcriptute doth 
teſtiſie that thoſe onely book es are Canonical 
which the English Catalogue includes : nei- 
ter doe the writers of the newe ILeſtament cite 
places out ofthoſe bookes onelic , bur allo out 
of either all ot at the leaſt ſome of thoſe hich 
peculiarly the Roman Church aloveth for 
Canonicall, & which l haue aboue rehearſed. 
For Eſter is cited by ſainct Auguſtin in his epi- 
ſtle to Edicia: & before him by ſainct Chry- Epid. %. 
ſoſtome tn his third Homilic to the people of * 


Antioch, & Origen defendes for Canonicall 
eucn 


Cyp. I. 2. 
contra 
Iud. cap. g. 


Lib. 10. 
cont. lu- 
lian. 


Lib 2. Pe- 
dag. cap. ; 
Faſcb. ib. 
6. de- 
mont 
Evangp. 


C4p. 19. 


Ferm. de 
elec m. 


Ia l. de 
Tob 
cap. 1 


Due. 
Don „ 4, 
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even thoſe laſt chapters of Heſter of which 
ſome doubt hath ben made even by ſome Ro. 
maniſts. Baruch is moſt frequentlie cited by 
the ancient Fathers vnder the name of Hiete- 
mte ,as particularlie may be knowne by ſaind 
Auguſtin in his 18. booke ofthe Cittie & 3. 
chapter. Yea & diuets of the Fathers produce 
Baruch by name. As ſainct Cyprian who d 
tes thoſe wordes of his. Hic eff Dews namer t. 
And in his ſermon vpon our Lords prayerhe 
cites the Epiſtle of Hieremie contained in the 
laſt chaprer of Baruch: ſainct Cyrill alſocites 
the ſame Baruch by name, The like doe 8. 
Hilarie in the prefaceof his commentarie vpon 
the — lain Clement Alexandrine, ſaind 
Ambroſe in his firſt booke of faith & ſecond 
chapter. Euſebius cites his third chapter, ad- 
ding that , not him ought fo be adde fo dinmne 
voice. By which wordes hedeclareth Baruch 
to be diuine ſcripture; as alſo doth Theodore- 
tus in expreſſe wordes & commenteth vpon 
the whole booke . Tobie is cited & apptoued 
for ſcripture in which the holic Ghoſt doth 
ſpeake 55 

les the ſame booke Propheticall ſcripture. The 
like doe ſainct Baſil in his oration of auarice, 
& {aint Auguſtin in his booke intitled ſyecu- 
lum, ludit his mentioned by the great Coun- 
cellof Nyce as ſainct Hierome teſtifies. Say 


pence or thc bookc of viſedome IS alledged 


y ſainct — Sainct Ambraſe cal- 
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this manner & by theſe ancient & gtaue re- 
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by ancient S. Denis, & the ſame doe Melito in 
his epiſtleto Oneſ. ſainct Cyprian, in hisbooke Lib. con 
of the habit of Virgens, & Gind Cyrill calles Iulian. 

it diuine ſcripture, ſainct Auguſtin alſo calles it 
Canonicall in his firſt booke of Predeſt. the 

14. chap. Eccleſiaſticus is cited by Clement 
Alexandrine, ſainct Cyprian, Epiphanius, & 
Ambroſe as diuine Otacles, & ſainct _ 

callesir diuine ſcripture produceingthole wor- 
des: Altiorate ne quer. The ſame Fathers In lib, ad 
vith Gregory Nazianzenecitethe Machabies Orol. 

as appeareth by ſain& Cyprian in his exhorta- Priſcil. 
tion to Martyrdome the it. chapter. Nazan- 

zene in his oration of the Machabies, ſainct 
Ambroſe in his ſecond booke of lob the to. it. 

& 12, chapters ſainct Iſidore in his ſixt booke. 

Firſt ap. Rind Auguſtin in tvo ſeuerall places 

alowes of theſe bookes & oſten times citerh 

them. As in his 18. booke of che cittie of God, 

Chapter 36. & in his ſecond booke againſt the 

epiſtles of Gaudentius, & ch =w 13. All which 

is a conuincent argument that thoſe bookes 

out of which the foteſaid places are cited in 
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novned Doctors are Canonicall & of as great 
authoritie as the reſt hov beit they might o- 
therwiſe haue ben vnknowe for ſuch to the 
[ewes both in regard that as the lawe of Chriſt 
is more perfect then the old lawe was, ſo it 


ought in reaſon to haue more perfect know- 
ledge 


Cham. lib. 
12 de Ca- 
bone cap. 
144.1. 
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ledge ofthe worde of Godas like wiſe it ha tha 
divers other miſteries of faith, then the profeſ.. 
ſors of that lawe had: as allofor that as inthe 
laweof Chriſt there are other matters of faith, 
manners, & gouernement then were in the. 
time ofthe old teſtament, ſo might it be neceſ- 
{ary for the greater confirmation of Chriſts do- 
drine & diſcipline that ſome of thoſe bookes 
which were not Knowne to the lewes 
Shauld be declared ro Chriſtians for Canonj- 
call ſcripture. 


"Thirdly from tradition of the Church che 


English Canon could not poſſible recciuc au- 
t horitie, firſt becauſe the maintainers of it de- 
nic the authoritie of the viſible Church to be 
infallible, & conſequentlie it is clearethe Ca» 


non of (cripture cannot haue ſufhcient warramt.. 


fromit. Secondlic .4t is moſt apparent that 
the Primatiue Church was not certainein ſoms 


of the fitſt ages whether all the bookes of the 


old Teſtament which the English Church 
houldes for Canonicall were in the Canon of 
the lewes, which vncertaintic (till remained 


vntill the Councell of Carthage celebrated in * 


S. Auſtins time determined the mattet. Againſt 
which English Canon are alſo authenticall 
witnelles Mileto, S. Athanaſius & Naman- 
zene of S hich at the leaſtthe two latter au- 
thors towit Athanaſius & Nazianzene (euen 


Accor · 


Tays Canow of 
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according tot he graunt of e Cham 
one of our moſt peremptorie aduerſaries } doe 5- de Ca 
om: the booke of Helter in the computation 6. 14. 
of their Canon of the old teſtament home 
altho' Chamier doth reprehend for the fame, 
ieceſ. || yer is he ſo impudent & vntmindefull, that in 
ts do. another place of the ſame booke he numbreth 
okes both the Tame Athanaſius & Naziantene 28 
wes, | defendersof his owne Canon which neuerthe- 
10nj- leſſeincludethHeſterastheEnglish Canddoth. 8 

do that it rernaineth moſt tuidemt there vas no P. T. 
the $ (ach certattte traditiũ in the Primatiue Chutch 
au- | as could make the English Canon as they now 
de- vſe n, infallible, the Hole Church at that time 
be hauing derermined nothing tadicially aboute 
Ca- that particular: & conſequentlie it is manife- 
abt Alie falſe for the profeſfors ofthe English Re- 
bat Hhieion to aſfitme that they haue the tradition 
ne of che Church for proofe oftheit Canon. To 
be which may be added that our aduerfaties in 
— maintamitig their Canon by tradition, they 
ed 


hould proceed prepoſterouſſie inteſpect that 

whereas in all other points of doctrinethey ce- 
in + ic che authoritie of traditions as inſuſſicient 
ſt & conttatie to the worde of God , ot at the 
Il leaſt as vncertaine: yet in this particularofthe 
j— Canonicall ſcripture which is one ofthe moſt 
N important points of all other, & ypon which 
n all the reſt of Chriſtian faith dependes, they 
would offer to telie vponthe lame. FP 

I 
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And altho our aduerſaries, & particularly 
DaniellChamier,doe labor euẽ till they (wears 
in prouing theic Canon to be the ſame with 
the Canon of the ancient Iewes, yet doth not 
one of the authors that haue writ ſince the 
matter vas determined by the Councell of 
Carthage, exclude from the Chriſtian Canon 
thoſe book es which the Roman Church did 
recciue for Canonicall cuer ſince that Coun- 
cell. And how beit 8. Hierome is he chat of all 
antiquitie doch fauore our aduerſaries in this 
articular point: yet beſides that he writ be- 
— the mattet vas determined by Pope In- 
nocetius the firſt & the Councell of Carthage: 
neuetitheleſle as he doth not foe defend the Ca- 
non of the le ves but that he admitteth of the 
authoritie of the firſt Councell of Nyce in res 


ceiuing the booke of Heſter in to the Canon 


ofthe Chriſtian Church: ſo doubtlefle if he 
had liued in ſucceeding tymes, he would haue 
done the ſame touching the reſt of the bookes 
ef the old Teſtament which were afterwardes 
added by the foreſad Councell of Carthage & 
other ſince that tyme. To omit t hat the pro- 
feſlors of the pretended reformation neither 
proceed conſequenter to their ov ne Principles 
if in eſtablis hing of their Canon they follow 
the authotitie of Fathers whome they make 
account to be ſubiect to error & deceipt, nei- 


thet 


— 
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ther doe they deale ſecurely in caſting the 
maine foundation oftheir faith vpon the au- 
thocity of one onely man, eſpecially conſide- 
ring that S. Hierome out of an inordinate opi- 
nion & affection he had to Ioſeph the lew, 
not onely in this but alſo in ſome other poi 
ofdoctrine ſuffered himſelſeto be catied — 
beyond the limits of teaſon tho neuer beyond 
the limits of thetrue Catholike faith. And yet 
| here deſite the reader to be aduertiſed that: 
this w hich I haue vttered touching the agtet · 
ment of the English Canon of S. Hicrome, id 
onely by way of conceſſiue ſuppoſition in ſa- 
uor of my antagoniſts with v home I diſpute 
euen vpon termes of this lberall graunt: pers, 
ſuading my ſelfe neuertheleſſe chat the Canon 
of che old Teſtament which S. Hierome te- 
hearſerh in his Prologue, is not taken by him 
for the onely true authenticall Canon ofghe, 
Chriſtian Church, but onely his meaniagisto 
relate the number of thoſe bookes of the an- 
cient ſcriptute — to the moſt common 
opinion of the lewes of his wme. That which 


is manifeſtelycõuinced by the authoritie ofthe 


ſame S. Hierome in the like caſe touching cet- 
taine chapters of the Prophet Daniel, of which 
altho in his preface to that booke he once 
afhrmedthem not to be of aut henticallautho- 


ritie, yet afterwardes in his ſecond Apologie 
a 
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apainſt Rufinus, he declareth — 
the fottſaid Prologue was not to ſigniſie 
mion in that particular, but onely to relate 
— aying ofthe lewes. Now this 
being o, it is plainely certaine that our adus. 
ſaries of all the anciẽt Fathers haue not as much 
as one S. uierome vndoubtedly in fauot of that 
Canon, but onely the authorice of the levi 
Sec6dly out aduetſaties cinot hauerecourſoto 
the ſpirit for che — ofthe Cans of the 
old Teſtament: ficſt becauſe if they relie vpon 
this,they oughit to proue it before to be the 
true ſpitit of God which moueth them to be, 
leeuetheir Canon to be of infallible authoritie, 
that cither by ſome other Canonicall ſerip· 
ture, or by ſome other conuintent teaſon 
motiue as by miracles, ſanctitie, or by othtt 
externall teſtimonie, other wiſe / they them 
ſelues can neither ſafely telie vpon it, nor vs 
can iuſtelv giue credit vnto it, for that it is mils 
nifeſtly declared in the autherticall ſcriptures 
them ſelues that ther be cuill ſpirits as ell as 
by which menar moued, yea & that ſame 
rit Which ſeemes good is often tymes di 
coueted & knovneto be the ſpicu of the com- 
mon animic ho the more aafly & coulerably 
to decciue & delude, doth transforme him ſelſe 
in to an Angell of leight notobſtanding heis 
darkenes it ſelfe. . 
Nnally that ſpicit by Which the defenders 
of 
x = 


muede rere SHES TERYED 
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* pole theirs to bee) prove the authoritie of it, w 
contrarie as vell in other s of faith as in 
chu, to the ſpirit of the malt viſible & florish- 
ing Church in all ages, neicher is it common & 
generall & conformable to vp 57 
their of Chriſtians, but extrauagant, Gngular , pri- 
unte & particular to them ſelues as I haue 
ſoto ¶ shewed in my precedent argument, & conſe- 
the F quently it can not be the ſpirit of God, but an 
pon ill ſpirit,a familiar, a bee in a box, to which who 
the & ſoeuet doth obey & followe will doubtleſſe be 
be» led at the length in to a laberinth of errors 
tie, het he will perish without redemption. 

p- More. ouer for as much as concetneth the 
1 Canon of che new Teſtament, for our aducr- 
het ¶ ſaries to ſay they haue it from vs, is a verie pore 
em shift, & conſidering the want of authoritie 
ve f Vhich they hould to be in out Church as being 
N · in their opinion of no credit in other mattersof 
res } faith, yea plainely erroneous & Antichriſtan, 
as |} it doth thence manifeſtly follow vpon their 
Principles that their Canon can not poſſible 
i ,bauc infallible certainetie in regarde that the 
n- F whole on which ſuch certaintie de- 
ly pende this ſuppoſed to be the auchoritie of 
fe our Church which they neuertheſſe peremp- 
is I corily auecre not onely to beſubiect to error, 
but alſo to haue alteadie erred in divers points 


offaich. Frome v hence & from the teſt vc 
4 P ba h 
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hath ben inculcated in the proofe of the mi 
of my ſecond ſilogiſme the conſequence boch 
of it & my firſt ſilogiſme doth inauoydablyfol. 
love to wit that the Religion of England iu 
ainely falſe as not hauing anie cettaine & in- 
fallible rule v herby to Know the true Cano» 
nicall ſcriptures of che old & new Teſtament. 


SN 


THz THIRD PRINGIPAL ARGVMENT, 
M Y third principall argument againſt the 0 

English Religi61 frame in this manner. ha 
That Religion is falſe which hath not the || ® 


true interpretation & ſenſe of (cri prures. ol 
But the English Religion hath not the ttue | © 
interpretation & fenſe of ſeriptures. * 


Ergo the English Religion isa falſe Reli- } * 
gion. The mier can not be denyed by our ad- | P 
ucrlaries. The minor in which onely che que- || © 
ſtion conſiſteth, I proue firſt ont of theit tran- 
flations of the Bible in to the English tongue 
of which that moſt famous defender of 
the new English faith King lames of great 
Britamieinthe publike aſſembly had by his au- 
thoritie as Hampton Courte the y care 1604. 
ſictin gas Preſident Cathedratically pronouced 
that he had neuet yet ſeene anie Bible (ud 
adhuc 


1 
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adbuc egemas tcſtibus ) reightly tranſlated in- 
to che English tongue. And altho the fame 
xing lames for that teasõ cauſed an other newe 
ig danſlaion to be made in which ſome thing 
which were in the former editions arc amen- 
ded & corrected , yer I find by one of them 
which I haue my ſelfe printed at london the 
yeare 1608. that it containethᷣ ſtill diuers of the g 
lame errors which were inthe ſirſt criſlationsof 
vhich the King himſelf did cõ 2 ; 
tech by theſecond chapter of che Act. Wher. vert. 277 
for the wordes, non re 5 nm m 

i inferno, that is in plaine English: thou wile. 

the | not leaue my ſoule in hell, the foreſaid Bible 

er, | hath thou vill not leaue my ſouleingraue, vſing 

the alio che verie ſame tranſlation vpon the wordes 
ue 
li 


wi 
boch 


olthe 16. pſalme, out of Which they ar cited by 

the authot of the Acts of the Apoſtles. That 

which is done by the profeſſors of the English 
li. Religion for no othet end then that thoſe who 
d. plcaſe may freely defend thei negauue pubs 
e- ef the teall diſcent of Chriſt in to hell (as Beza 
n- ingenuonſly confellech in his annotationvpon 
xe, | chisplace)che affitmatiue of whuch — 
of leſſe che Apoſtolicall Cteed doch exprellely. 
at | trach vs. In which paſlage our aducrtaries 
1- | sheveborh extreame great paruadiue &-greas 
. impudencie in regatde chat ia the Greekerexe: 
d: vluch. chey them ſelues molt ſupcribmuuſly 
profelſle to follow, hach the worde «dy; inthis 
* - 


Tom. 2. 
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lace which by the ſeptuagint is put common 
y forthe worde sheol in Hebrew, & as it is 

alſo by them ſelues tranſlated in other places of 

ſcripture, & as S. Hierome doth in like man- 
net turne the ſame worde dg in to infernus in 

Latin, in English hell, throu' the, w hole Bible, 

And altho Daniell Chamier in his booke 
vponChriſts deſcentinto hell not daring to de- 
me this manner of tranſlatiõ to haue ben made. 
by che ſeptuagint & S. Hierome, doth ſomat' } * 
raucmure & grumble at them for the ſame asif 
they did oftentimes detorce the Greeke & L. 
tin wordes to the ſenſe of the Hebrew wich 
neglect of the propertic of the lan 
— is but — Dafors opimon, & if be had 
more to alledge of his one ſect it were no 
great matter, tor that by the common iu 
ment of the whole Chriſtian votld choſe rwoe 
ſacred Tranſlaters fare ſurpaſſe in knowledge 
ot che ſcriptutes all the Doctots that euer were 
or will be of his faction tho' they eſteeme the- 
ſelues neuer ſo wile & learned. 

And ſuppoſe the Septuagint & S. Hierome 
doe in deed frequently followe the ſenſerather , | . 
thenthe propertie of the Hebrewe words, what 
oftence commit they in that? Nay then what 
cotumendation doe hay not rather deſeruetin 
teſpect it is a generally knowne rule of the belt 
Triſlators not to tye themſelues to the wordes 
dut to the ſenſe. As on the contratie what re- 


a” 
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it is preheſion is not due to the v hoſe cheeſe ſtudie 

dea, s with neglect of that ſenſe v hich thoſe ancigc 

man. expoſitcors v ho haue gone before them both 
n intime, virtue, & learning. to inuent & violent- 
ible, y dra ve ne ve interpretations of Scripture out 
ooke of the Etymologies & fult impolition of 
ode. | wordes according to the verbal ſounde and 

made. not according to the common acception of 

mt them, vhich yet is the common ptachice of 922 
ait Noueliſts of — out dayes _ molt app - 
La tent guen by that particular e which l 

rich haue in hid that is — | TRE inthe 

ages | ſecond chapter of the Acts, thou wilt net cave 

had | my /oulein bell. Aboute which Daniel Cha- Lib 5-46 
no | micrhaving turned himſelſe cuerie way, & toſ- — 
ge- fed all the diftionaries he could finde for his e 
roe purpoſe, yet could he not finde one authot more 

ige ancient then lohn Caluin his great maſteg and 

ere hcſt founder of his Religion, whoe h 

FA that either in this place or in anie ocher place 

of ſcripture according to the proper &ordinaric 
ne vſe, the word 4yxy; doth ſigniſie the bodie car- 


calle, or life, & the word ad; rhe graueas he 
& his fellow partners vill needs have the toſi- 
gnihe, & as they vſuallycranflacetbem iu their 
Bibles, excepting anely Atias Montahus if hg 

be truely cited by Chamier, how be it himſelfe . . 
gtauntes chat in the cited place of the 16,plalme tiſmia 4 
theHebreve wordes in ſted of v hich t 


Tuagint putteth 445 1 ligne ＋ 


— 
* 


brit. 


nn 
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ſoule & hell which is all chat we can defire.For 
if the Hebrewe text be the foũtaine of all true 
tranſlations as all the Noueliſts will haueit, 
neither can their tranſlation of this place be 
true not oursfalſe, forthat theirs accerding to 
our aduetſarie Chamiers , diſſents from the 
Hebrewe & oursagrees. . 
Diuers other places of the English Noue- 
liſts corrupted tranſlations might be produced, 
as that of the 26. of S. — vbher for 
Hymns dito in the Latin & Hymne ne in the 
Greek e, they tranſlate, when they hadyſung « 
pſalme. In the 28. ofche Acts: onerſcers for Bi- 
ahopt. And in the ninte chapter of the firſt to 
the Corinthians. aue we not power to lead about 
« wife, wherethey put a wife for a woman asif 
all woman were viues. And in the firſt chaprer 
of the ſecond epiſtle of S. Peter, they leaue out 
the wordes, by good workys, which neuertheleſſe 
are founde in diners Greeke copies, yea & Cal- 
uin himſelfe grauntes that if they be not ex- 
preſled in the text, yet they are ſubintellected 
or vnderſtood. 


And to this may be added by the way that 


altho it is not ill of it ſelfe ro tranſlate the Bi- 
ble into vulgar languages if it be done truely & 
ſincerely & by the authotitie ofche Church or 
her cheefe Paſtor, yet by theſe few examples 
ve may learne how greately the word of God 


15 abuſed by falſe tranſlations, & how farre ti 


ttrueth 
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ding, ſuppoſing that all the foreſaid p 28 
they are by them turned in tothe Englithtom- 
doe fauore diuers points of their new da- 
ne wheras on thecontrarie they expteſſely 
make againſt it if they be truely triflared. And 
particularly thoſe wordes of their ſixtineth 
plalme, bn wilt wot leave my ſoule in grave, are 
ſo abſurdely contrarie to ſenſe & to exttauagãt 
inthe phraſe & manner of ſpeech as thelikeis 
not to be found in anie tranſlation that eutt 
was extanteuer ſince the ſcriptures were fitit 
published in vulgar tongues euen among the 
pretended reformers themielues. But now this 
may ſuffice for examples of falſe tranſlation of 
the (criptures vſed by our aduerſaries, & forthe 
firſt proofe ofthe Minor of my Glogilme aboue 
framed. 

W hich I further proue ſecondly for as much 
as concerneth the expoſition of the (criprures, 
becauſe the manner of interpretation which 
both our English profeſſors & allothe reſt of 
the pretenſiue reformers vie, is (carceinanie 
thing cofotrmable to ſhe expoſitiã oſtheancic 
Fathers & Doctots of che ptecedent ages as 
ought to be according to the rule of S. Augus 
ſtin in kis ſecond booke againſt lulian where 
in the begining he faith che Chtiſtian pevple 
oughtrather toadhere to the Fathetrsecherr vn 


trueth is preiudicated by ſuch parriall 
* 


tothoſe which teach the contrarieꝭ & to ward 
| "—_— 74 the 


N 
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the end of the ſame booke he addeth thus:t 

which they (to wit the Fathers) foundin the 
church they hold, that whichthey had frS theit 
Fathers, they deliuered to their ſonnes. But ou 
ne we interpteters as they are in their poſit 
ſo are they in their ſitions of the worde 

God ſingulax & full ot affected apish imitation 
of the lewish gloſſes: neither Je they ſcarcy 
euer alledge anie other expoſitions ot conſtru- 
ctions then thoſe of Rabbi Salomon. Rabbi 
Kimchi, Aben Ezra & the reſt of that tabble. 
Notobſtanding they cannot be ignorant, but 
that ſome of them were either Scribes, Phari- 
ſeis, or Saduceis if not all, of v home it may be 
preſumed with reaſon that they frame their eu- 
poſitions more commonly according to their 
owne falſe traditions the according tothe true 
ſenſe & meaning of the lawe. By which pro- 


ceeding the teadet may conſider how impoſſi- ˖ 


ble it is for our aduetſaties to ſatisſie their con- 
ſciences in the deliuerie of ſuch doctrine as de- 
. ypon ſo vncertaine& fayleable groudes 
in how miſerable a caſe that flock is which 

h his inſtruction in matters of ſaluatiõ from 
uch Paſtors as partely out of the w citings of 
thoſe profane le ves & enimies of Chriſt, partely 
alſo by their owne induſtrie coine ne ſenſe ont 
of the old, obſtruſe, decayed ſigniſications of 
wordes hich they find in pedantik humaniſts 
Lexic6s & Dictonaties, neglecting the comma 


hate tu OV Senmwrvns. t 
—— & Ecclefiafticall vſe of the 
fair which the concluſion of my pro- 

led argument doth true & ſound 
which is that the Profelſors of the English 
faith haue nocertaine and infallible incerpre- 
tation & ſenſe of the diuine ſcriptures, & con- 
— their Religion mult needs be yoyde 

nech. a 


Tus YOVRTH PRINCIPAL AKGYMENT. 


Y fourth principall argument pro 
in the forme following. my 


— — 


—— Religion is falſe which hath a falſe rule — 
: of faith. 

[- _ the English Religion hath a falſe rule 

* ch 

— Ergothe English Religis is a falſe Religion. 

* The maior is not denyed by our aduerſaties 


| & therefore it needs no proofe : And it they 
would be ſo refractorie as todenicit:Itis cdᷣuin- 
J ced by the verie leight of naturall reaſon which J 
| teacheth that the ruled followes the natyre of 
the rule ſo that it cannot poſſible be ſtreighter 
then the rule it ſelſe, no more then a boton can 
be roundifthe moulde be _ 


Nov chat the Engliah Religion hath 2 _ 
N eh n * 


T1 
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zule of faith which is the Minor, of my 

giſme, I demonſtrate thus by an_ other þ 
ilme. 


The Religionof England hath for the mi 
of faith ſcriptures interpreted & exp 
eucrie particular member of their Church. 

But the ſcriptures interpreted & expour 


by cuenie patticular member of cheir 


isa falſerule of faith. fal 
Therefore the Religion of England hathefſ nc 
falſcrule of faith. ro 


That the ſcriptures expounded by euerie pa. fo 
ticular member ofthe 3 falſe rule oi t 
faith I euidently proue, becauſe the true tulee i 
faith is of it one nature certaine, common, & 5 
knov ne to all belecuers, not private, vnknow- 0 
ne, & certaineto him onely who hath it. O- 
ther wiſe no man can certainely & infallibly Y | 
knowe what it is except himſelfe & conſequit- 
ly none but he onely can followe it: whey 
the true rule of faith is ſuch as eueric one is 
bounde to knowe & imbrace vpon perill of 
his ſaluation. 2 

Secondly I prove that this English cule if 
falſe becauſe it is iubiect to error the maintaly 
ners of themſelues confeſſing that no man can 
infallibly incerpreter the ſctiptutes (o that bis 
expolitians cuen in the greateſt matters of faith 
be vndoubtedly true & cettaine ig ſuch ſotte a⸗ 
he caui infallibly perſuade others chat they are 
accote 
— 


her 
the 
ch, 


1s. 
— 
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according to that ſenſe which the holye Golt 
intended when he dictated them to the divine 
writers, For confirmation of which I further 
adde that our aduetſaties commonly teach that 


* 
: 


del not onely euerie particular & priuate 


may erte in faith but alſo the whole n raf 
Bishops Prelates of cheir Church aſſetubled 
in a Synod or Councell. Out of which it is in- 
fallibly conſequent that cheir rule of faith is 


hatheſ not certaine eicher in it ſelfe, or ac the leaſt nar 


to others: neither can others lawfully follow it 


2 for the (ame reaſon that it is vnknovne vnto 


them & ſubiect to error, & deceipte. Beſides al- 


ae cho the profeſſors of the English Religion 


5 thould denie this ſame, yet is it conuinced & 
concluded by ſcripture it ſelfe ſaying, for what 


man kno'wes the things of 4 man but the ſpirit of 


bly man which is in hint 


— 
n 
$ 
C 
; 


Thirdly ifthe Eaglish cule of faith were not 
falſe to vit ſcriptutes expounded by euerie 
member of the Church, it would thence ne- 
ceſſarily followe that ther were no need of 

. prechers & teachers in the Church of England 
to propoſe & declare the worde of God vn the 
people, becauſe euetie particular man & vo- 
man that can read the Bible can ſuſſiciently vn - 
derſtand & expounde it them ſelues at the leaſt 
for as much as concernes their ſaluation. And 
for rhe ignorant forte which can not read, 2 
were allo in vaine forthem to haue preachers 

in 


I. Cor.2, 


ww 
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in tegarde they can _ ynto the 
el criptures exp 
by their owne particular ſpirit, which t 
theleſſe eus according to their one docttine 
fallible & ſubiect to error & by conſequence 
— — no man to followe it but r: | N 
auoyde it by all meanes poſſible. | 
Fourthly I proue the ſame, becauſe this rule go 
of our aducrſariesſerues no mans turne b lu 
owne who hath it, & that but vntowardely, 
neither doth it obledge others to belecue 
neither is it one & the ſame, but as manie u 
ther be people in the whole Church of Ea. ¶ tu 
gland all which is moſt abſurde & repugnant I P. 
to the nature of trve faith which ought tobe 
one in all the Chriſtian world, certaine, infal- 
lible, & binding all perſons to embrace it by  < 
diuineprecept & commaund which neuerthe- 
lefſe could not be ſuch if the rule which it fol- 
loweth were not one without all mulciplics- 
tion & diuiſion. Andto this maybe joy ned for 
| concluſion ofthe proofe of this argument that 
which I haue delivered touching our aduet- 
{antes falſe tranſlation & erroneous manner 
interpretation of diuine ſcriptures. 


THY 


 dusrey. or ran bauen any bin. * 
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Tai FIST PAINCIPAL ArGYMENT. 


ift princi ent in order to 
2 the Englich Rel 


That Religion is falſe which hath uta I © 
& diſintetru — of Bi- 

shops & Preiſts deriued the Apoltles 
Bur the English Religion hath not a perpe- 
tuall — — of Bishops & 

Preiſts detiued ftumthe Apoſtl 

Ergothe English — is a a fallcReligis. 
| The meer propoliion is ſo certaine and 
ic by Y cleare that our aduerſaries a the leaſt all ot 
the- ¶ moſt of thoſe of the Proceſtant faith can not 
fol- & denie it. And if perpaps anie of them or gaie » 
l-: other Seftaries be ſo frontleſſe & im- 
er prudent as to denie it, they ar manifeſtly con- ; 
hat F vinced —. thoſe places of ſcripture which 
.. proue th itie of rhe, gouernemeat of 
ref "the Church of Chriſtin aul As in the 
fourth to the Epheſians, v it is afarmed 
that Cui gaze to bu Church Paſtors & deb ors 
thit is Bishops & Preiſts e the comſummancs of 
the ſamts vnte the word of the munen & chat 


TY 65 cule, gouerne, & feed the flock of the 
Church 


Donat. 


that Order of Fathers, in which Order of Fa- 
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Church vntill the cõſummation of the vod No be 
Aud the Prophet David in his 37. pfaline fiche 
that God founded his citie (that is the Chixzch Nun 
as S. Auguſtin expoundes it) for euer. And 
ſutely i Cod eftablightd his, Church for tutt 
as truely according tothis he did: it can neue 
wit Bishops & Pxeiſts for that if it Should 
ther, then it werd no more a true ch 
according to the ſaying S. Hierome. Wha 
ther is no Preiſt ther is no Church. fn which 
word ſacerdos Preiſſ, he includeth alſo Bi 
28 being cheefely Preiſts , & thoſe without 
whortx no Preiſts can be made ot oedaintd. 
fain& Cyprian alſo in the ſecond epiſtle of hi 
fourth booke towardes the end teaches that 
the ttue Church cannot ſtand without Bishe 
& Prciſts. And ſainct Auguſtin —— 
chatit is the (acceſſion of Preiſts (by Preiſtshe 
meaneth alſo Bishops) v hich keepes him in 
the Church . And in his epiſtle 165. & 

the plalme againſt Donatus, he chalengeth his 
aduct ſaries the Donatiſts to number the preiſts 
which haue ben cuen from the ſeat of faint 
Peter, & icewho hath ſucceeded each ot her in , 


thers (meaning the Popes whole names he ſpe- 
c:hechimhis epiſtle to Generoſus auen from &. 
Petet to Anaſtaſius who was Pope in his time) 
becauſe he findeth not one Donactiſt, therefore 0 
he concludes that their Religion is ſalſe & not 
to be 
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lic perceiue by theſt * apthorities (of 
manie mote mi be Aledged if — 

& the place admit auie larger d- 
x Fy that the ancient Fathers held the want - 
of ſucceſſion'of Bisbops &-Preiſts for a com- 
mon & infallible argument of the falſitie of 
that Religion which not obſtanding hat- 
ſdeuer other colores oftrutł it might ſeeme to 
haue by pretext of ſcriptute ot otherwiſe , was 
deſtitute oft heſame. That which is ſuſficient 
for the proofe&'6F the m of my S ylogiſme in 
caleanie of thit deſenderſ of che Englah Reli- 
gion Should haue t he face to 

Wherefute hencel paſſeto * to wit 
that the Euglisk Religion hath not a conti. 
nuall & diſiaterrupted ſucceffion of Preiſts & 
Bichops detiucd from the Apoſtles, which I 
proũe firſt:'Becaule it is certaine we — — teſti- 
monie of alllwriters of thoſ- 
the time of faint Gregotie 'Po 2 of —— 
vho ſent ſainct —— i into En- 
gland to plant the Roman faith 
ther —— other Prei e but ſuck 
aß had their authority derte tom the Roman 
ſeat, & ſuch Bishops onelie as — ordamed 
& conſecrared wich the ſame matter & forme 
of Order & with Vndtion; Miter, Croſter c 
oth-r ſuch ornaments & ceremonies $8 the 


Church of Rome actuallie vierh at this day: 
Nay 
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Nay nor yet in the time of Wich cr fincy uf (ho 
there ate rnenition in anic hiſtarie, writer o dne 


recotde either Catholike ot Proteſtant of ani 
Kinde of eythet Bishops, Preiſts, ot ordination 
ol che ſame, vᷣſed in England before the Reigng 
of Edwarde the fixt, Wherefore altho' we 
Should graunt the Patrons of the English fu 
chat theu Religion vas ptofeſſed in England 
in more ancient times as they pretend (the 
contrarie of which neuertheleſſe is as cerrains I Ma. 
as it is ccrtainethereis no mention of it in aui | wh. 
more ancienthiſtarie ot tecotde then the day Þ Bis 
of Edward the ſaxt ) yet is it manifeſt chat Re 
it hath had a notable interruption in the ſuc» ¶ lat. 
ceſſion of Bishops & Preiſts to wit for.the |} for 
ſpace of 820. yeares at the leaſt cuen accot - | & 
ding tothe confeſſion of our aduetſaries: And |} th 
couſequentlie it is euident that it hath nots t 
continuall & diſinterrupted ſucceſſion of Big |} «| 
hops & Preiſts deriued fromthe Apoſtles. E 
— roue there is no courinuall & &' {; 
diſinterrupted ſucceſſion of Bis hops & pPreiſts 
in the English Religion deriued from the Apo- 
ſtles. Becauſe altho we Should admit that in . 
the time of King Edward by reaſon of the im- . 
mediate ſucceſſion of tus newe Religion to the 
Religion of his Father Henry the 8. at whole 
death we doe not denie but there were true 
Bishops & Preilts lefte v bo might perhaps for 
as muchas concerneth the cllcence of the Or- 
der 
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{ thou' not lawfullic ) either haue conſe- 
cated others, or they themſelues haue ſer - 


8; 


8 


i Fl ned in the Church according to the neve 
2008 me of the lame, ( which fact I need not 
"one bere diſpure but omit as vngrantedy.. Ne- 
Bf venhelelle i is certaine & graunted by both 


parties that. euch in this there was another 
plaine interruption , & that within a verie 
Shorte time vpon the ſucceſſion of Queene, 
Marie to the Crowne in here brothers place, 
who cxauthorizing all that ne ye brood of 
Bishops & Preiſts, reeſtablisbed the Roman 
Religion in the ſame forme & with ſuch Pre- 
lates & Preiſts as had ben in the Realme in all 
former times, as not onelie all written hiſtories 

& tecordes, but alſo ſome eye vitneſſes who 
then did ſce the change, & being yet aliue can 

at this daye teſtiſie the fame. So that euen in 
this particular manner the ne we Religion of 
England hath ſuffered an interruption in the 
ſucceſſion of Bishops & Preiſts. 

Thirdlie. I proue the ſame minor propoſition 
becauſe at tlie time ofthe laſt change of Reli- 
gion at the death of Queene Marie, all the Ro- 
man Bizhaps were depoſed & r of their 
| dignxties excepting onelie the Archbishop of 
Canterburie whole ſeat was vacant by his 
death; & ochery were put in cheir places by che - 
authoriticof Queene Elizdberh & here parlca- 
ment: who neuertheleſſe were ſuch as did not 

G agree 
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agtee eithet in vocation, miſſion, or Ording. 
tion withtheir predeceſlors : as appeareth 
ticularly in Matter Parker v ho notobſta 
he was the cheefe of chẽ as being Archbi: 
of Caterburie & primare, yet is he con 
by MaſterMaſona miniſter & profeſſed defen- 
der of the newe clatgie of England, to haue ben 
the fitſt of 70. Archbishops rw fainct Angus. 
ſtin that recciued Orders & conſecration v 
out the Popes Bulles, & the reſt of the ceremo 
mes vſed in the ordination ofall choſe 70. chat 
preceded him. And the ſame he might haue 
laid of the newe Bishops of theſe dayes com- 
paring them wich all that longe ſpace oftime. 
The which difference in the manner of con- 
ſecration altho' it Vcte alone ſufficient accor- 
dingto the docttine of the Roman Church to. 
exclude the ordained from true ſucceſſion as 
being at the leaſt ſchiſmaticall in itſelfe & con- 
tratie to the practice of ancient times euen be- 
fore the dayes of ſaint Auguſtin the Apoſtle 
of our countrie, as both the wricingsof the an- 
cient Fathers (which I vill produce in an othet 


place) & alſo ſome ancient authenticall hi- 


{torics or recordes of the Realme de teftifie: 
Vet enen according to the Principles of the 
English Religion there is an eſſentiall defect 
tounde in the (ame, in tegarde that Maſter Bar- 
lowe, vhois by the foteſaid defender of the 


English mimiſterie reported to haue bei the 


con- 
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dim conſectator of Parker, had neuer anie conſe. 
h cration himlelfe, Or if he had anie, he was 
ky made Bishop, (if not Preilt allo ) onelie accor- 
my. ding to 2 dunſed m the time of Edward 
cfen. 
e ben 
ugu⸗ 
rick. 


the Sixt, & confirmed by Queene Elizabech 
the cightycare of her Reigne . I bat which I 
tuppote Maſter Maſon himſelfe doth not deny. 
Which forme as it is ſet in their Ricuall or 
manner of making Bishops , Preiſts, & Dea- * 
mo- cons, printed at London 1609. as being neither 


that founde in ſcripture, not conformable to anie p- 
laue ther fotme of conſecratiõ euer vſed in any Chris. 
m- ſtian Church ſince the Chriſtian Religion was 
e., founded, the perſons cõſecrated or ordained ac- 
on- cording to the tenor of it, cinet poſſible betyue 
or vis hops vteiſts or beacons, & by neceſlarie con- 

to ſequence neither Maſtet Parket not ame othet 

as of his fellowe Bishops could receive true Or» 
n- der or conſecration as being otdained both by 


e- one that had no power of Order himſelf, nor 
te yet did couſecrate them with the ſame eſſen- 


N- tiall marter & forme which hath ben com- 
er monlie vſed in the Chriſtian worldin ancient 
i= "4 ages: But onelie according to that new forme 
- whichas Maſter Maſon confeſſeth being de- 
e uifed & authorized onelie by King Edwarde& 
* Queene Eliaabeth v ho had no powerto altet 
— the forme of Ordination pr acticed generallic 
: in the Chriſtian Church before their times, 


could not poſſible giue thẽ Apoſtolicall power 
2 0 
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of ordination, & conſequentlie they had no 
continuall diſintertupted ſucceſſion in that na- 
ture detiued from the Apoſtles, which is that 
by the minor of my argument I intend to con- 
uince. 

Peraduenture our aduerſaries will replie & 
ſay . Firſt that the whole eſſentiall mattet & 
forme of Order conſiſting of impoſition of 
handes & the wordes, rectiuc the holie Chef 
were applyed to Maſter. Parker & the reſt of 


the miniſtricin their ordination, & the Roman 
0 . a n . * : 
ritesor Ceremonies onelie omitted, which nei- 


ther make nor marre the ſubſtance of the Or- 
der. * 

But to this I reioine firſt that this doth not 
cleare Maſter Barlowes conſecration ot which 
there being no authenticall regiſter or recorde 
extant, he cannot be eſteemed to haue ben a 
true Bishop, & conſequentlie he had no power 
to conlecrate others, & ſo Maſter Parker ſup- 
poſing he had the true matter & forme of Epil- 
copall Order applied vnto him, yet could he 
not be true Bishop for want of authoritie inſtus 


ordaincr, Who could not poſſible giue that he 


had not himſelfe. 

Sccondlie. It is falſe that thoſe wordes , te- 
ceiue the holie Ghoſt, with impoſition of 
handes onelie, are the whole matter & forme 
of conſecration of Bishops, for that neither 
(criprure, Councels, nor Fathecs , nor che an- 
cicut 
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cient practice of the Church, doe teach the 
ſame : but rather on the conttarie, it is manifeſt 
that another forme of Ordination was vſed in 
the primatiue Church as doth appeare ) to o- 
mit other authorities) by the wordesof ſaint 
Ambroſe vpon the1z. chapter of the Acts of 
the Apoſtles. Where expounding thoſe words, 
lewnantes, imponentesque 035 mann,: He ſaith 
that ipoſition of handes is myſticall wordes, | 
where withthe petſon elected is confirmed to 
this worke receiuing authoritie(hiscanſcience 
bearing him vitnelſs) that he may be bouldin 
our Lordes name to offer ſactiſice to God . By 
which wordes, _— may plainelie pet- 
ceiue chat in ſainct Ambroſes time there was 
more tequted in the matter & forme of conſe- 
cration of Bishops then impoſition of handes 
onelie with thote wordes receiue the holie 
Ghoſt, to witſomeorher votdes by which the 
perſon ordained teceineth power to offer Sar 
crifice, which wordes ncuertheleſſe were neuet 
vſed in the conſecration either of Maſter Par- 
Ker or anie other ofthe Bishops or miniſtets of 
the English Church as by them themſelues is 
confeſſed v ho by necellarie ſequele mult allo 
needs confeſſe the (ame Bishops & miniſters to 
be eſſentiallie defeQtiue & voy de of true ordi- 
nation, 

Thirdlie accordiug to the ſtorie of the Nag- 
ges head LAuUCINCc 25 it Vas relared by Maſter 
G 3 Neale | 
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Neale ſome time profeſſor of languages in Or, 105 
ford, who was a man that both by reaſon of | 
his ancient yeares, as alſo for the meanes he r 
had to know the trueth as being imployed a+ W 

bout this ſame buſines by Bishop Boner then 8 


de poſed & priſoner , ought in al reaſon to be Fr 
credited: Maſter Parker was not ordained at c 
all by Maſter Barlowe but by Maſter Scorie 
| Who by reaſon he had she name of Bishop du- 
ringthe Reigne of King Enwarde, (& becauſe y 
Maſter Kitching being a true Bishoptho then 
depoſed with the reſt of the Catholike Bi- 
shops of Qucenes Maries time, partelie out 

ot ſeruple of conſcience, & partelie for feare of 
Excommunication menaced towardes him by 
Bishop Bonner, refuſed to conſecrate the newe 
ſuperintendents,) vndettooke the worke in the 
foreſaid Tauerne where a meeting was made 

to that purpoſe, & Scorie cauſingthem all to 

k neele, he tooke the Bible & laid it vpon them 
bidding them take authoritie to preach the 
worde of God fincerclie , who without anie 
more wordcs or decdes all eſcaped Bishops ot 
thenew fashion : And Maſter Parker having «4 
either bettet fortune or better fauor then the 
reſt, for his parte he got the A rchbishopric of 
Canterburic and the primacie of England. 
The others being ſcaked according to their ſe- 
uerall lots and election of the Queene. 
Whenceitclcarclicappeaccth that by which 
locucr 
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ſoeuet of theſe fotmes Maſter Parker & his 
fellowes were conſecrated, yet they haue no 
true Canonicall ordination neither accordin 
to che ſcriptures not according to the ancient 
practice of che Church, & by vnauoidable con- 
ſequence they haue no true ſucceſſion denued 
from the Apoſtles, but as an ancient Father 
faith of cher hetetikes of histime, ſo we may 
lay of chem, that ſuccredingto none they arc 
prodigiouſlie borue of themlelues. And ſainct cpr,j 
Cyprian of others ſaith in like manner that de Um 
vichout anie laue of ordination they preferre Pret. 
themſelues, & aſſume the name of Bishops 
not hauing che Epiſcopate coferred vpanthem 
by anic , Both which ſentences may verie ap- 
relic be applyed to our nominall Bizhops of 
England whoas I haue declared recciug cheir 
Bishopries without lav full aut horitic. 

vet notohſtanding all this which hath ben 
ſuid, perhaps ſome of them will inſiſte furt het 
in their ov ne defence & ſay that althou they 
haue no perſonall ſucceſſion, yet they haue 
doctrinalſ ſucceſſion from the Apoſtles in reſ- 
pect they maintaine che ſame doctrine which 
the Apollles & their ſucerſſors in the prima - 
tive Church preached & rought. 

To which lanſerthat this isthe common 
tuaſion of thoſe onelie w ho defend the inuiſi- 
bilitie ofthe Church. but it doth nothing auaile 


thoſe who pretende to defend the continual 
G 4 vilibi- 
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viſibilitie of the ſame as they doe e 
whome I now diſpute. Secondlie v hofoeuer 
maintaines this, It is but a miere shif or cloak 
u heteuithto couer the nakednes of theit new 
borne Religion, which if it had not falſelie diſ. 

uiſed lc wich the Apoſtolicall robes 
it could not for shame haue appeared in pu- 
blike by reaſon of the great ef) mirie it hath 
in doctrine. | 
Thudly. If the English Religion hath ſuc. 
ceſſion of doctrine & not of perſons, wher 
was it from the fift or ſixt hundreth yeare till 
the day es of Luther. Was it in men or in beaſts? 
In beaſtes they will not ſay for the auoyding of 
their owne shame. And ifit was in — 
showe vs wher, & when thoſe men lined, 
otherwiſe we will giue no more credit vnto 
our aduerſaries wordes then we doe whe they 
crye out & ſay itis Apoſtolicall doctrine but 
proues it not, as ordinarily they do both in 
their bookes & preachings, | 
Peraducture they will ſay their Religion was 
neither in men nor beaſts butin bookes they 
mcane in the bookes of the old & newe Teſta- 
ment. But this is yet more falſe & abſurde 
then the reſt , for that doctrine inuolued in 
bookes can not make ſucceſſion , ſucceſſion 
being and order or (cries of things imediately 
following one & other, which order doctrine 
included in papers or parichement can not by 
ible 
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ſhle haue as being one & the ſame obiect of 
ich, & quite indiſtinguible init ſelfe, & can 
be onely intentionally ot obiectiuely diſtin- 
gushed ot deuided by the perſons in which as 
maccident it is ſubiected & teceiued. Beſides. 
All cke tyme that choſe fantaſtik es imagin 
their doctrine to haue ben continually ſucceſ- 
fue in the Bible, if they them ſelues or ar 
leaſt other their companions in ſect were not, 
25 ther - confelle, howe canthey knowe at this 
preſent that anie ſuch bookes or docttine was 
then in the world vhenthemſelues were not. 
If they ſay they haue that Knowledge from 
the Romaniſts, then ſay I why doe they not 
alſo giue eredit vnto the ſame Romaniſts in 
other matters of faith, as particularly in that 
point of the number of Canonicall ſcriptures, 
& of the ttue ſenſe ofthem as they ar applyed 
toeuerie Controuerſie bet Vit vs & them du - 
ring that long ſpace iu which ther were none 
of their Religion extant , among all which 
points of difference ther is none more impor- 
tant then that of the infallible knowledge of 


: | bole diuine bookes ( which the Romaniſts 


had in their cuſtodie all the tyme of cheir ad- 
ucriaries non exiſtence) to be the onely true 
authenticall worde of God. So that for theſe 
men to aſſirme they haue allwaycs had a do- 
ctrinall ſucceſſion from the Apoſtles u ithout a 


per ſonall is a miete Puritanicall W 2 
Chy- 
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Chymericall concgite. & paradox of th 4; 
owne forgeing,an lea of Plato abſtracted u 4. 
ly by dutracted mynges, | 
Finally for proofe that che English Religic 
hath no true Preiſts & shops I adde, that ou 
Sauior ordained his Apoſtles not oagly wi 
preach his worde but allo to remix ſumes & 
offet ſacriſice according to tholg wo teu 
oa. lctiptute: w ſt finn e you ahe/l reit they 
Lic, 22. be remitted, And. doe-this in wy vamenrant. 
Wher fore our aduxiſaties the ptoſoſſiuts of ibe . 
newe Religion of England hoe haue not al 
this ſpeciſied in the. furme of their otdinaion I. 
cinot poſſible according to dune 1 ; 
trueth of the ſcriptures, be iudged to 
either of che ewae powers when they arc crtea· ſþ; 
ted Miniſters, &tothey catwetsn hnia other 


reſpect truely be called Preiſts & Buhopba & 
onely by force & virtue of that oo 
& ridiculous conſquenct, they haue ices 
& Bichoprikesghe; torc they arePreifis & & | 
hops. And yet beſides this, I haue one other | 
argument. ðo vcꝑert & foroble againſt our ad 
uerſaries that alone is luſſicicnt to conuine 
euenthe molt obftuaatc iudgemẽts t hat the pre 
Has treformed clergie of England bath no au- 
thotitie power, ot ludinſdichou to-preachor 
rcacherheGotpell & conſequently chat they c | | 
nat true Preiſts nor Bishops. I lay the ſoũdatid 1, 
of my argument vpon the whole Urcinch of 
. that I 


* 


| HATH NO MISSION, toy 
tagt Guine Principleof 8. Paule. Q re- 
Je a mf mitt ant ur? ho chall they preach 
ept they be (ent? which as being an expreſſe 
* — mp teceiued by both parties for 
ag infa)lible trueth. I conttiue my {ane in 
Ws mannec. 
J Thoſe who haue no miſſion vant authotitie 
ver, or Iuriſdiction to preach & teach the 
olpell. ; 
3 English clergic hath no miſ- 
on 


Ergo the newe English clergie wantes 
uthoritic, power Or Iuriſdiction to preach 
ae Potpell. 

The ver propoſition is fo plainely con- 

ned in ſcripturethat I am perſuaded euen the 
noſt pure Caluiniſt ot Caluimian Putitan dares 
ot abſolutely dente it. 
For proofe of the minor l ſuppoſe & agree 
th my aduerſarics'that ther arerwo onely 
genders or Kyndes of miſhon. Viz, Either or- 
narie or exterordinarie , This agreement ſo 
luppoled I argue thus 

» If the profeſſors of the English Religion 
baue miſſion it is either ordinatie, or extcror- 
dinarie. 

Bur the profeſſors of the English Religion 
have neither ordinarie, nor extraordinane 
miſſion. 

Ergo the profeſſors of the English Religion 
haue no miſſion. | T hat 
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That the profeſſors ofthe English Relig 8 
haue no extraotdinarie miſſiõ I need not |: 
to prove in regarde l k nove, excepting thaſſie not 
of the Puritan faction, extraordinarie miſſia o hau 
is not maintained by our aduerſaries. And ¶ ats fi 
anie eichet Puritan Anabaptiſt, ot other {e Ergo! 
Qarie will auerreis miſſion to beexterordimti ne no 
the for the fame reaſon that he defendesit to he m 
extraordiname he is bounde to proue it by exace & 
traordinarie meanes, he muſt shou e his pati Ce th 
or letters of ardination brought from heaunihy fro 
& firmed with the broade ſcale of miracles ti of. 
phecie, or other manifcſtly divine teftimonitKganſt 
ot elſe it is to be reiected as counterfeit ewdeceiur 
dence, forged to deceive & coufen ſimple Merber 
ignorant people with evident premdicetotheny deti 
eternal ſaluation. And fo lcauing this as a ſich- Bu 
tions of the founders ot inuenters of it voy icht 
of bath diuine & humanane authoritie neither um 
ziueing anie ſatisfaction to mature & ſolid ini I tue 
gements,l paſke to the ordinarie miſſon which pow 
our aduetſaties maſt comm3ly pretend, & villJieac! 
manifeſtly proue they ar deſtitute of it, becauſe I profe 
as exterordinarie miſhon can not be obtain Lac 
but by extcrordinarie means, ſo neither can phe 
ordinatie miſſion be had but by ordinantÞ Gon 
meanes, Now this ſuppoſed I proceed thus mf tym 
forme of argument. Ro! 
Ordmanc nuſſion can be received ofthole I ll 
enclv who haven by comtiuall ccc ono 


B. 
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v hops & Preiſts from the Apoſtles. 
dur the profeſſors of the English Religion 
ee not receiued their miſſion from thoſe 
uot haue continuall ſucceſſion of Bishops & 
nd from the Apoſtles. 
i Ecgothe ptofeſſors of the English Religion 
ae no ordinarie miſſion, 
o rbe minor ptopoſitiõ in which alonethe diffe- 
erte & controuetſie may ſeeme to ſtand if 
we ther be, I proue becauſe thoſe who ſuc- 
rom the Apoſtles in the foteſaid manner 
of v home the profeilors of the English faith 
ueunſt whome I now diſpute, confeſſe they 
cu rceiued their miſſion if anie they hiue, ar 
© Mecher from the Popes of Rome, ot ſuch ochets 
un detiued their je ar from that ſear. 
Burt now it 15a factclearer them thecleare 
icht of the cleareſt day that neither the Pope 
umlelfe, not anie other whoderiucd his autho- 
tne from him did euer conferre anic miſſion, 
ver, inriſdictition, or authoritie to preach 
ache, or miniſter ſacraments vpon anie of the 
— of the English Religion: that which 
emonſtrate by this dilemma. For all thoſe 


"I rho can be imagined to haue giuen anie mil- 
fon tothe profetlorsof the Englich faith at the 
| me of change of Religion, eichet they were 

Roman Catholiks at that preſent, ot notifthey 
| Il remained Roman Catholike then is it in- 


fallibly certaine they world neuer haue offe· 
red 


* 


4 
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ted to giue miſſion are power to cher 
they held fot heretiks an enimies to their om 
faith & ptofeſſion: yea & if they had attem 
ted anie ſuch matter, their attempte had mi 
voyde in tegatde the Roman Church by vil ſamt bu 
of her Eccleſiaſtical canons anulles all ſuch alters 
lation of iuriſdictionatie power to hereti 50 
And according to this it is herby ay 
concluded that the profeſſors of the Engl 
Religion neither one Way nor other could pe 
ſible receive ame miſſion, power or authoririhgee(cr 
to preach the Golpell or miniſter facr 


Aud 
mar 


after t heit manner at their hrit admittance tu 
the miniſtrie. chan 
It is ttue Doctor Cranmer from whom their 


the Bishops and miniſters of the Englich Rely} N 
— alledge they immediatly had their miſ uer | 
ion, 15 ſuppoſed to haue had the caracter offf nott 
Epiſcopall & Preſbyrerall Order, yer ſuppo-J{forr 
ling by teaſon of his ſepetation from the faith] tua 
& obedience of the Roman Church (from ther 
which he recciucd all the power of otdet & ¶ che 
iuriſdiction they pretend) he was de prued of oft 
iuriſqictiõ:l ingenuouſly cõfeſſe my iudgemit Me 
is conuinced by force of argument that they cra 
cannot poſſible haue anie ordinarie miſſion of an 
Epiſcopal or Preiſtlie function, for the prea- I na 
ching of the worde of God & adminittrationet 'F gi 
the Sacraments either according to diuint of I it 
Eccleſiaſticallinſtitution. v1 


And 


- 
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And know indeed ſonne oſout aduerſaries 
manie monethes paſte afcer a long time of 
iberation hoping to ſatisſie their o ne teſt - 
mindes an others in this theit moſt impoc- 
x bufines produced Certaine new founde ce- 
ers for teſtimonie oft hei predecetiorsordi- 
hon. But in my iudgement the authoritie of 
A i ſo ſuſpicious that they ought notto mous 
we ptudẽt vnderſtandimg. and if they vete au- 
tencicall why did they conceile them call this 
N xeſent time in Which no man vrgod chem in 
e {peciall manner to bring them to leight? 
Vbereas yet they haue fo oſten ſince the 
change of religion demaunded ben to she ve 
heir loners of ordination in other occaſions. 
Moreouer, ſuppoſotheir regiſters were ne- 

Jer ſo true & 2 yet ſince they doe 
not teſtifie that their ordination was in matter, 
forme, & authoririe of the ordinators perpe- 
tually vſed inthe Catholike Church, they nei- 
ther ſatisfie vs in our demaunde, nor yet are 
they ſufficient warrant either to the conſciãces 
of choſe that vſethem, ot thoſe who telie vpon 

me e ffèct of them in their reception of the Sa- 4 
craments. Neither ſurely are thoſk * — of 
ame greatet force for iuſtification of the ordi- 
nation of our English pretenſiue reformed cler- 
gie then the writing of an vſurarie contract iu- 
tine an vſurer in his recepr of money in that 

enlawfull mannet v hich they declate· And ſo 

. . I con- 


* 
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I conclude both for this & the reaſons abougg 
ledged & particularly for theit moſt apparent 6 
of vocation, & miſſion, that theit caſe u 
veric conſiderable yea & lamentable boch in 
reſpect of themſelues, & in regarde of thoſe 
whoſe ſoules are by their owne misfortune 
cõmitted to their charge, & gouernement. And 
this may now ſuſfice for the declaration & 
confirmation of this my fift cheefe & generall 
argument which concludeth the faich of En- 
gland to bean erroneous & falſe Religion. 


i 


IHE SIXT PRINCIPAL 


ARGVMENT. 


Y ſixt principall argument is this. 
Thar Religion is falſe which hatch no 
true adoration or worsbip of God proper to all 
him onely. fil 
But the English Religion hath no adoratis I m 
not worship of God proper to him oncly. 
Ergo the Religio of Englãd is afalle relight 
The Maior muſt of necefſicic be graunted by i 
the profellors of the english xcigiio lcaſt o her- 
viſe they deſtroye & ainhilate the veric life of I ci 
all Religion which is the vorship or adoration 
of one onely God with ſuch honor as is propet I 4 
&duc vnto him as both diuiuc faith & leight 
* nacure 


* 


* 
* * 


| 
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mature doe teach: yea & doutleſſe the trueth 
ofchis propolition is contained inthe firſt com- 
maundement which doth not onely exclude the 
pluralitie of Gods & their adoration, bur alſo 
ncludech that worship which is due & proper 
to one onely God & not to anie creature or o- 
other entitie whatlocuer, And for this cauſe 
God himſelf in other places c6maundes;: Doms- 
um Deum tuum adorabns & illi ſoli ſermes,Thou 
halt adore thy Lord thy God & ſerue him one- 
ly. And houort᷑ meũ alters non dabe.l will not giue 
my honor to another ; wher God calfes it his 
vne honor becauſe ther is a Kinde of honor 
due & proper vnto himonely & not common 
to others. And now this precept being groun- 
ded in the la ve of nature, the naturall 1ſtinct 
of reaſon doth likewiſe ſuggeſt che launc, lo 
that no rationall creature can denie it. 
no Nove the Minor of my ſilogiſme in which 
to ¶ all or the greateſt parte of the difficultie con- 

; liſts 1 proue it by an other ſilogiſme in chis 
manner. 

That Religion hath no true adotation oc 

6 votship of God which hath no exerciſe ofa 
wy | true & propes ſacrifice or oblation. 
. But the Religion of En — hat h no exet- 
f | ciſe ofa true & Proper ſacriſioe or oblation. 
n 
7 
f 
2 


Ergo the Religion of England hath no true 
adoration ot worship of God. 


The M. ner of che latter ſilogiſme in caſe it 
H should 
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should be denied by our aduerſaries , & prove 
firſt by ſcripture & then by teſtimonies of 
cient Fathers to wit that true Religion cane 
ſtand without true & proper 2 of Gol 
by frequent vſe or exerciſe of a true & prope 
ſacrifice. 

And altho this might be ſufficiently proved 
by a genetallinduction drawne not onely fre 
the practice of the vniuerſall v otld in allage 

as well in the profeſſors of the true Gode 
v hich the old Teſtament giveth evidences 
alſo from the falſe religion of all ſortes of la 
laters, Gentils & Paganes. Yet becauſe | 
knowethe Noueliſts out of theic preſumptioaſſ (qv, 
& impudencie will not ſtick to denie the con · ¶ fort 
ſequence I will omit _— this manner al, 
of argumẽt, & onely inſiſt in thoſe authorine ui 
of Scriprure & doctors of the Church which I pho 
immediatly conuince the ſame to be true allo . 
in our Chriſtian Religion of the new Teſt I neu 
ment. h. 

My firſt proofe of ſcripture I take out of |... 
ſome certaine places of the Prophets, which I in 
notobſtanding they ſeeme to belong to me 
old teſtament yet in tealitie they appertaine to ple 
the newe as being predictions of the ſtat I a0 
of Religion in the — which purpoſe the I 11 
Propheſie of Malachie is moſt plaine forthe y, 
future practice of a proper & generall (acrifice 
in the new Teſtament, afficming. That - 

L 


= "ner vill I recerme an offering at your bander forfrom 


» < 


MA 


SEF II 


. 
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ol of Hoſtes faith this. I have no will in you 


— 
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(meaning the Preiſts of the old Teſtament) 


therifing of the ſunneto the ſetting my name is great 


be Gentile, & in excrieplace is ther Sacriß- 


a & offered Unto my name acleane oblation , be- 


"oj cauſe my name is great amang nations, Thus farre 


the Prophet. Now the wordes & circumſtũces 
of this place fo plainely demonſtrare thut the 
Propher Malachie ſpeakes of ſome kinde of 
acrifice which was not ili ot cuer before vied 
in anie time or place but was to be vſed in che 
ney teſtament, that our aduetſaries lraſt che y 
ibould be conuinced of error in their 
for that it hath no externall oblation to God at 
all, they finde no otherrefuge then to feigne 
that the Prophet ſpeaketh onely of the meta- 
_ ſacrifice of prayer & good vorkes. 
hich interpretation of theirs altho it wee 
neuer ſo true (as it is moſt clearely falſe) yer is 
it little ſutable to other poſitions & practice at 
leaſt of Caluiniſts, as that good works are ſinnes 
in themſelues yea & damnable if God did not 
mercifully perdon them : & that they are not 
pleaſing to God. Nay prayer & good vor kes 
are ſo litle & couldly practiced among them 
ill chat if ther were no other ſacritice in che 
vorld, doubtleſſe God almightie should, by 
them eſpecially, be verie couldly ſeruod. 
Howbe it chat cleate it is out of the related 
H 2 text 


Vid. Dan; 
Cham. 
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text that Malachie teates not of anie vnyti N 
perſacrifice. Firſt becauſe it is euident that ha 2 
opheſied of ſuch a future ſacrifice as thould G 
be more proper & pleaſing to Godthentheſs. U 
crifices offered in the time of the old laws R 
whichneuertheleiſe being properly aud tuch * 
ſactiſices altho in other —— defectiue, that 
which —_ ſuccced vnto them could not in n 
compatiſon of them, be eſteemed more proper 
& pleaſing ſacriſice to God then they were c 
truely and properly it had not ben a ſacrifice, } " 
Secondly,, The Hebrewe text with the Y * 
cleane oblation ioyneth . incenſe which con» &| © 
iunction of both thoſe rites togither doth ma- 
nifeſtly shewethe Propheſic to be of an extet· 
nall rite & oblationto.God, & conſequentlya |} | 
2 ſacrifice. ö 
Thirdly. It is plaine by the wordes of theten | 
chat the Prophet ſpeaketh of ſuch an external 
riticas mayntaines the greatnes of Gods nam 
euen among Gentiles & infidels, which praytt 
& good workes onely cannot effecte by reaſon 
they ar neither ſo apparent & knovne among 
the,nor fo publike a teſtimonie of che maieſtit 
of God as ſacrifice is without which his diuine 
renoWwne, magnificence & (oucrainue would 
be extinguis hed in people in proceſſe of time. 
| my _ praper ſacrifice is an'efſen- 
tiall parte of a true & proper Religion & 4 
maine diſtinctiue ſigne — ptopet & falſe 


Re- 
ih, 


the Prophet (for inthis miner Tuſtin {| keth 
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Religions, & of ſuch a one the Prophet treates 
as is both different from the ſactiſice of the © 
Gentiles yea & of the lewes them (clues: 
now prayer & workes ar common to eyerie 
Religion euerie one according to their ſeuetall 
manner. 

And to this declaration ofthetext I adde the 
expclitions of all choſe ancient Fathers who 
have applyed this place of malachic tothe Eu- 
chariſt as to the onely & proper (acrifice ofthe 
newe Teſtament ther being not one extant in 
all antiquitie who hath deliuered anie con- 
tratie ſenſe of it, o chat hath explicated it of 
I - workes alone. __ n_ wha 
ined within the compalle the age, 
ſpeaketh plainely to this purpoſe citin — 
wordes of the prophet, in which he affirmes Tryphons, | 
that malachie foretcls a newe oblation to ſuc- 
ceed the ſacriſice of the —— 

& 1pfs (deo) 2 nobu Gent1bus rubrque oſferuncur 
1 I tem predicit cum at, 3 nolus 
nomen ſunm gloria Volis autem . 


Which is this in English. God by Malachye 


in his precedent wordes) doch pr he 
hoaſtes or ſacrifices which are in euetie place 
offeted by vs Gentils (meaning conuerted 
Gentils) that is of the bread ofthe Euchariſt, 
& likewiſe ofthe cup of the Enchariſt, when 


he ſaith that his name is glorified by vs but 
H ; polluted 
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polluted by you, meaning thePreiſts of the old 
Teſtament. 

Now ſince this renowned martyr both pat 
ticularly declares that the Propher Malachi 
prediction is meante of the Euchariſt, & ſup- 
poſing he further affirmes the ſame Euchank 
to haue ben offered by the Chriſtian Preiſts of 
his tyme in all places, yea & that cherby the 
nameof God is glorified: it is extreame wank 
of iudgement or rather plaine madnes in out 
— — denie that the Prophet ſpeakech 
of a true & proper ſacrifice. 

And althouthe ſame Fat her in his 
lines deth inſinuate that the Euchariſt isa gra- 
tiarumaction ot rendering of thankes fot di- 
uers benefits receiued by Chriſtians at the han- 
des of God as the creation of the worlde & the 
memorie of their Redemption & other of that 
nature: yet thoſe or the like cauſes of the offe- 
ring ofthe Euchaciſt doe na more diminish the 
nature of atrue ſacrifice included inthe ſame, 
then hoflia paciſica the hoaſte of pacification 
did ceaſe to be a true oblation or þcrificebe- 
cauſe it was offered by way of thankes giuing 
for benefits tectiued, or els to obtaine new fa- 
uots & graces of God almightie. By which alſo 

the friuolous euaſion of kemntitius & other 
Nouelliſts appeares to be voyde of force while 
they endeuoure to illude the ſtreingth of this 
molt pregnant teſtimonie for the proofe ofthe 
Eu- 
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Euchatiticall ſacrifice of the lawe of Chriſt, 
for that reaſon to wit becauſe the author ofthe 
+ | Game teſtimonie in the ſame place affirmes our 
chien ¶ lauiot to haue comaunded the Euchariſt to be 
c ſup. celebrated in remembrance of his death an pal- 
lion, as if the one & the other could not be in- 
ts af cluded in the ſame action either accordingrto 
r the ¶ diuine ſcripture ot naturall reaſon;neither of 
yang | which is founde repugnant but catcher molt 
our } conformable & agrecing. 
deth S. Irenzusin like manner being one of the Lib. 4. 
lame ſtanding teſtifies that the Prophet Mala- — . 4 
ent chie did pteſignifie the Euchariſt in thole ſame * 
ra. vordes which he cites & faich. That bread twaps- + 
di- which is made of a creature he ( that is Chriſt) aewoccs» 7 
. | tooke & gauethankes laying this is my bodie, ., O 
he And like v iſe the chalis which is of a creature — 
at | which is according to vs, conſeſſed it to be his gg gore.) 
e- 
e 
I 
, 


owne bloud, & taught vs a newe oblation of mewn © 
the newe Teſtament, whichthe Church tecei- πιο 
uing from the Apoſtles offers to God in the ofa 
vniuetſall world co him who giues vs for nou- Lak red 
richment the primicies of firſt frutes of his gif. . af jo. 
tes, of v hich Malachie one of the ewclue Fro. cundums = 
phets didſo preſigniſie . [has c ne pleaſure in no1ſuum 
you. And that ſainct lrenæus ſpeakerh nat of Low wg 
an vnproper Sacrifice as Kemnit ius & ſome e 
other lectaties doe cauille, is molt euident by Tefaments 
other wordes of his towardes the end of che % dev 
ſame chapter, v here he addeththatch<former 6 . 


H 4 people 


- 
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people chat is the Iewes shall ceaſe to offerty 


T 


warm 
ſia ab 


2 E. God: Yet neuertheleſſe that in euerie place 
Apoſtolic pure Sacrifice is offerred vnto him, & his name 


accipiens glorified among the Gentils. 
Db More ouer in his 24. chapter he ſaith that 


2 vninerſs one kinde of ſacrifice is reproued by God mea- 
— 6 ning the ſacriſice of the le ves, to which thela. 
2 1 Crifice the of Church ſucceedes, By which dif. 
greftarpri- courſe & particularlie by thoſe wordes which 
mn. ſus· he faith of Chriſt, now! Teftaments nonam dicu 


oblatiouem, that is he taught a newe oblation of the, 


this holie Father by the worde oblation could 
not poſſible vnderſtand almes as our aduerſa- 
ries contendes becauſe altho' it be ii ſome ſottt 
an oblation to God, yet is it neither ne ve not 
proper to the neve Teſtament onelie, but com- 
mon to both old & ne we as the ſcriptute it ſelf 
doth molt frequently teach & inculcate. More 


conuince the iudgement of Caluin in this par- 
ticular that like the deuils which according to 


Chriſt againſt their wils, he confeſſeth him to 
haue expounded it of the Maſſe iuſte as the 
Romaniſts of later times vſe to interpret 
& applie it, & hath no other refuge then lai- 
nehe to conttadict the foteſaid ancient Fathers 
expoſition in this impudent & audatious man- 
ner ſaycing of the Roman diuines, When they 


* 


newe Teſlament, it is clearelie conuinced that 


ouer this place of ſainct Irenzus did fo farte 


the telation of the Euangeliſt, acknoagledged , 


obiect | 
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by Malachie 
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obiect the place of Malachie to be vnderſtood 
ſo ( ofthe — ofthe Maſſe) by Itenus, 
& the offering of Melchiſedech in like manner 
by Achanafins r & Arno» 


bius: it is breefelicanſertd the ſame wri- 

ters doe in other places alſo int bread the 

bodie of Chriſt, but ſo cidicilouſſie that reaſon 

& trueth conſtreineth vs to diſſent from them: 

thus this ſaucie Nouelliſt, ſpeakes of his ber- 

ters, whoſe pride & bouldnes the Centuriſts 

imitate treating this ſame point in their third 

Centurie, as if ＋ vete the onelie men in the 

world borne for reaſon, & not thoſe rather 

who immediatelie ſucceeding the Apoſtles did 

infinitlie ſurpaſſe them both in virtue & know. 

ledge of Chriſtian doctrine & true ſenſe of 

Godsdiuine worde & inſtitution. ; 
Tertullian declaring theſacrifice prophecied F«rifciuay 

ainſt Marcion , alluding to bis ge 

vordes faith thus. In cucrie ola ſacrifice bs ee 

ferred to my name, & pure ſacrifice 017, of gloric benediflia, | 

relation & benedifion, prayſe & bymnes ce. In & lans, & 

which wordes the entyre tenor of the Maſſe is ou * 

breefelie deſcribed thou ſoma'r obſcurelie as Cn 

the cuſtome of this author is. By relation he Marc. 

ynderſtandes the Epiſtle & Goſpell, by bene- 

diction the conſecration , by praiſe & himnes 

the glorie, prayers & other ſpirituall paſſages 

contained in that miſterie. Andaltho this au- 

thor in an other place ofthis ame booke doh 


aſheme 
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affirmethe place of Malachic to be vnderſtan. 
ded of ſacrifice of ptaięt, & in his booke againſt 
the lewes, of ſpirituall not of tertene ſacrifices 
Vet in neither placedath he deny it to bet 5. C 
interpreted of the Euchariſt ; But in the yeare 
place he calleth it a ſpirituall ſacrifice becauſe I Malac 
it vas inſtituted by the diuine ſpirit & not by I gainſ 
humane inuention: as alſo for that it is not mi ¶ tech i 
niſtred in that carnall & gtoſſe manner in ¶ che a 
which the le vish ſacrifices v ere miniſtred by ¶ lebta 
effuſion of bloud, by fire & knife, but by bene . I che! 
dition & conſecration as ſuch a pute oblation ¶ in te 
ought to be handled & celebrated . In the ſe- 1 
cond place Tertullian onelie interpreterh one || who 
parte of the ſentence of Malachie to wit the I year 
wordzncenſe hich isintheHebrewe text, of | fam 
prayer offered to Cod. Butthe other wor 
oblati, mund, he expoundes of the ſacti 
the Maſſe, in the place nowe cited. To which 
De Ora. if ve adde an other place ofthe ſame autbor in 
none cap. Which he ſpeaketh of the Euchariſticall ſacti- 
* fice , all tergiuerſation muſt neceſſarily ceaſe 
in anicindifferent minde touching this authois 
true meaning. For thus he ſaith . Will nor thy 
lation be more ſolcmne Hthes afviſte at Gods A 
tar. Hains recciued & reſerned the bodie of our 
Lord, buth the one c the other us ſafe, thepartipe- 
ton of the ſacrifice, & the execution of the G& 
By u hich wordes it is manifeſt chat ancient 
Tertullian could neuer denie the Sacrament 


. 1 
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of the Altar to be a proper oblation who here 
ſo abſolutelie affirmes it to be a ſacrifice cele- 
brated in the Altar. 

S. Cyprian liuing within the third hundrerh 
yeare in like manner cites the lame place of 
Malachie in the 16. chapter of his boake a- 
gainſt the ewes to proue that which he pus- 
teth in the title of the ſame chapter, to vitthat 
the anciẽt ſacrifice is euacuated & a new on ce- 
lebrated, which newe ſactiſice can be no other 
the thenuchariſt, vhichonely& noother is new 
in * of the lacrifices of theold Teſtament. 

c 


next in Order & age is Euſebius Lib. 2 


vho liuing in the beginning of the 400. 
yeare interprets this place of Malachie in the cap 
lame ſenſe, ſayeing. We therefore ſacriſice 
vnto the moſt high God a ſacrifice of laude: 
We ſacrifice a ſacrifice Dev plenwn, full of God: 
And bringing an odoriferous ſent withit, & a 
ſacred ot Sacroſainct ſacriſice, we ſactiſice after 


a neve manner a p_ cleane ſacrifice accor- 


ding tothe newe Teſtament. Where it is plai 
that Euſebius applies the place of M e to 
the ſolemne ſacrifice of Ne Maſſe, which is 


ormed by prayer & oblation & there- 
ore called by his a ſacriſice of laude, & 
which onelic can be truclie (aid to be full of 


J God by reaſon of Chriſt v home it containeth, 


| kce of the new Teſtament, & affirmed to be 
offered 


& which onelie can be called truely the ſacri- 


Cement, 
in Malac, 
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offered in a ne we fashion. All which parties; 
lar & ſpeciall circumſtances no man of indge⸗ 
ment ot common ſenſe can applie to prayer o 
almes onelie. 

S. Chryſoſtome in his commmentatie of the] ſun» 
pſalme 95. hauing cited the wordes of Mala. ff Gent 
chie addes his expoſition ofthem ſaying . Bs f pure 
bould howe copruſtic & clrarlie he (Malachit) I fnce 
bath declared the myſticall table which i they. || the | 
eruent or -unbloudic hoaſte: &. furthermore he call || ſunt 
the ſacred prayers which are offered after the huge, ſad 
prove Thymame or odor iferons perfume . Thus S. 1 /; 
Chry ſoſtome ofthe Prophet Malachie. nie 

S. Hierome altho' by the worde incenſe be Chr 
vnderſtandes prayer , yet the worde pore obla- ¶ acct 
tion he commonlie interpreterh to be the obla · ¶ tru 
tion of the Euchariſt : as alſo did ſainct Iltrenæu || the 
before him in che place cited. Which expo : he 
ſition is as fit forthe Romaniſts as can be ima» ſer 
gined ſuppoſing the Maſſe includes both ptay- 
et & pute oblation or ſacrifice. And the ſame I pl: 
ſay of faint Auguſtin & who ſocuer els of pl. 
the Fathers interprets the foreſaid worde in- pr 
cenſe in the Prorhecie of Malachie in that 4 
manner. la 

Moreouer ſainct Auguſtin both in his 18. 

& 19. booke of the Citie vſeth the ſame place tt 
of Malachie for proofe ofthe ceſſation of the c 
lewish facrifices & exerciſe of the Chriſtian BY c 
{acrifice by the Preiſts of Chriſt according to 
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tle] the Order of Melchiſadech, fot thus Wer, 
udge.¶ courſeth againſt che lewes in the ficſt ofche 
et f cvo places cited. I have we will in yer nor offering, 
vill i recriue at yowr hand. For from the riſing ofthe 
F the | ſunne to che ſetting my name 14 great among; the 
Lal. Gentils: & in cuerie place ahall be ſacrificed , & 4 
« Bo f parc oblationis efferred to my name. Thus ſacrifice 
hie) ¶ Ice we ſee it offered in all places from the riſing of 
. ¶ the ſunnc to the ſetting bythe ſacerdoce or Preift 
A ſenclion ef Chriſt according to the Order of Me lchi- 
e, Sadech but che ſacrifice of the Iewes (to whome it 
$S.Y is ſaid, I banenopleaſure in you) they cannot de- 
mo to haue cenfed, why doc they yet expett another 
Chriſt face thus which they reade ET & ſee 
accompliahed could nat be fi A Ic is 
true ſainct Auguſtin ſpeaketh not ſo plaine ii 
the ſecond place as here he doth, neuertheleſſe 
he alludes to the fame place & in che ſame 
ſenſe. 5a 
Theodgretalſa comments ypon this ſame 
place of Malachiein — & in mol} 
plaine wordes, teaching that according to the 
tediction of Malachie in lieu of ircationall 
— is now ſacrificed an immaculate 
lambe, J 
Laſtelie ſaint Damacen & Rupert * to Dam. de 
the teſt inthe expolition of the place Mala- 54. lib. 4. 
chic whoſe wordegal:ho' inoſt plaine I doe not * — 
cite becauſe I knove the Nouelliſts m ſt com i — 


monlie teiect theirlauihoxitie as not being Wii- Matech 
tets | 
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ters of the firſt fine hundreth yeares . In which 
how little reaſon they haue to proceedin thut 
manner wich learned & graue authors I wil 
not nov diſcuſſe: onelie this I ſay that I doube 
not but anie indifferent reader will abſolurdie 
condemne them of extreame temeritie in offe- 
ring to reſiſt ſuch an armie of old foldiers as 
I haue here placed in battill aray to fei 
againſt them. And hence l paſſetothie 
cing of teſtimonies of the new Teſtament for 
proofe of a proper ſacrifice in the lave al 
Chriſt, 

Chriſtinthe fourth chapter of the Euangell Þ| © 
of ſainct Tohn, affirmerh that the houre isnow || * 
come whentrue adorers shall adore the eret- 
nall Father in ſpirit & truth: & neither inthe 
mountaine of Samaria nor in leruſalem as he 
ſaid immediatly before: in which place the 
worde adore ſignifies to ſacrifice as in diuers o. | 
ther places of ſcripture it duch & particularlie 
the 22. of Geneſis where Abraham prepari | 
to ſacrifice is ſonne faith to his ſetuants. 
herewith the aſſe I'& the boy makeing haſte } 
thither after we hane adored will rerurne vnto 
you. Where it iscleare that the worde adore 
cannot ſignifie anie other adoration then that 
which Abraham was aboute, that is the ſacri- 
ice of his ſonne. The lik eplace you haue lohn 
the 12. of certaine Gentils who aſcendedin to 
the temple to adoreinghe feaſt day. And the 
Eunuch 


which 
n chat 
I vil 
doube 
lutebe 


1. 


ri ard 


11 
— 


NO PROPER ADORATION of Gor. 7 
Funuch come to adore in leruſalem che 8. of 


the Acts. In fine according tothe iudgement la com- 
of Theodotet & Rupert, this place of ſainct ment. 


lohn alludes to that other of Malachie aboue 
cited & diſcuſſed & haththelike ſenſe. Which 

hapstheſe two authors teceiued from Eu- 
— who affitmes the ſame in his firſt booke 
of his Euang. demonſt. & fixt chapter. & thence 
it is conſequent that this place is vndetſtanded 
of the Euchariſt as the place of the Prophet is, 
chat is in a pcoper ſigniſſcation of ſacriſice. 

And — principal proofe of a p___ ſa- 
crifice in the ne ve Teſtament is deduced from 
the inſtitution of the Euchariſt the 28. of ſainct 
Mathew the 14. of ſainct Marke the 22. of $. 
Luke & the 11. chaptet ofthe firſt to the Co- 
rinthians, in this manner & forme of Sylo- 
giſme. 

A proper ſacrifice is an externall oblation of 
ſome ſenſible & permanent creature conſecra- 
ted & changed by myſticall ryte or Ceremonie 
by alawfull Preiſt, forthe aknowledgement of 
the diuine maieſtie & ſupreme power & domi- 


nion of God. 


But Chriſt in his laſt ſupper made ſuch an 
oblation when he inſtituted the Euchariſt, 

Erg Chriſt in his laſt ſupper offered a 
_ ſacrifice when he inſtitutedthe Eucha- 
rift, 


In the mer there is no controuerſie be- 
t vit 


* 
I, 


us Tus Exciin Retcron, © 
ewixt vs & our aduerſaries as I ſuppoſe,or at the 
leaſt I perſuade my ſelfe they will not much 
ſtand vponit ; The minor 1 proue by an othige 
logilme. 2 
* iſt in bis laſte ſupper being a Lok 
Preiſt according to the Order of Melchiſadech 
offered his owne bodie & bloude to his cer. 
nall Fathervnder the ſenſible formes of bread 
& vine commaunding his Apoltles to doe tis 
ſame. 
But this is a true & proper lacrifice. bo 
Therefore Chriſt offered & comnmaunded' 
his Apoſtles to offer a true & proper ſacriſiq 
in his laſt ſupper. 1 
The mauer of this latter Sylogiſme I proꝶ 
becaufe except Chriſt had not — this 
manner in his laſt ſupper ke had neuet perfor 
medthe function off; true Preiſt according to 
the Order of Melchiſadec. Neithet had he 
operlie vgrificd & fulfilled the figure of che 
Paguall lambe. Not could he haue truclis 
affirmed his bloud in his laſt ſupper to be the 
bloud of the new teſtament if he had not of» 
fered then both bodie & bloud in ſacrifice. 
Moreouer the Euangliſt S. Luke relating 
the inſtitution of the Euchariſt ynder, che fot+ 
1 meof wine aflirmes our ſauiot tp haue vſed 
theſe wordes. This chalit is the 1 Teſtament” 
Luc.22. In my bloud whuch is shed for you. In which 
wordesboth the v orde ed which is the pre- 
5 lent 


c 
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ſent tenſe, as alſo che relatiue whicht which 
(according to the Greek cext which our ad- 
uerſaries moſt eſteme @ 'followe) malt of ne. 
cellitic haue telatiom co ihe preſent 'sheding of 
the cup, or chalis : & like wifethof@wordes for 
you, manifeſtly conctude that our fattony did 
chen in that ſolemue ation bf his la ft ſuppeli 
acrifice ls bloud : & the ſache is of his bodie 
of v hich the ſame 8. Lube ſaith inthep 

tenſe which is gruen for yo: yea \ Mſdy athvcits 
cumltanets — — 
ſtinato indes eee 


ly facrifice his bodie & 
ted 80 delfnered the E — — 
with aw 

— rwomigane == my — 
Euchatiſtis a true 

Teſtam&, as often as it is celebtattd — 


accorth — — 3 
An er atgumbrelf ' the Eu- 
1. — Jn Yu 

chariſtiss peoper ſatthtle 

eee eee eue 


eee e oh: 57 f 


Burin the Euicharitthe Richie S oaſt f 
Chriſts bocke & blond i teceiued MWathiag 
offer ba or gibienf in Hotive of 


God. 211'i; | & view 
pepe 
u wwe aid! theres hO doubt'as T' con- 


| Cue. 
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cciue. The Miner in which the controuerhe Chriſt 
ſtandes, L peque hirſt becauſe S. Luke aſhemm . & 
Chrilt to haue ſaid. This i my bodee whitha ra" 
gien for you. And the like he faith of che chila | hich 
1a the manner abouedeclared according tothe f. wa 
phraſe of the Greckgrext, Anda | 7 * 
this ſenſe of the — — ** * 
9. booke & 13. chapters of his confeſſiona u * 
lates that his mother day lie ſerued the Altarid Ii chef 
which: she did knowe the holic victim N 
hoaſtett be diſpenſed or miniſtred. Nownhat I. 
ther is, ↄhlation in the Euchariſt, che aan ne 
cute af che mattet doth plainely argue, fut in In f 
where a victime ot hoaſte is, ther of necellitie I, 


On 


bloud of Chriſt in ſuch a manner aschey af 
be decently & conuexfiently 


| of the dactament. 
2 in thi 


thoſe conditions which apropes ſucn i — 
accarding ta oui aduexſatecat leaſt the l A. aye 
rans, ought to haue. Fx he ſubſtanes oiile © d 
hoaite or victim. Secondly a certaine tyti a * ; 
action of gftecing preſctiꝶei by Got, y bach i N v 
the celebtation of thy Euchariſt e ome 
1 | C | 


NO PROPER ADOK&ATION-OF GoD, igt 
Chriſt in che forme deſcribed by the Euange- 


ſon offering deputed by God to that fun 
hich is the Preiſt. Four thly. The ſame inten- 
ion of offering ot the ſame end whichis ap= 
pointed by God in his wurde that is to the ho- 
nor. of God & for the reprefemation- of rhe 
paſſion of Chriſt. Neythet᷑ is u necet{ariethar 
theſe particulars be contained ihthe lu 
ation in expreſſe wordesy but u is ſuſſicient 
t they be included in is in ſome intelli 


ion of Chtiſt had ben uottue & ptoperſacri- 
ice becauſe he vſed not the wordes r or ſa- 
fice when heſuffertd vn he Croſſe, which 
equele' I-am: perſuaded du aduerſaries will 
not graunte. NAT TP ESL 1 
Diuets other placts of ſcupture ar alledged 
dy Bellasnun & otheridiuines for the proofe of 
his point, hut for che anoydance of pcolixitie, 
vil conclude witch that dnely of the iq. chap- 
of che Acta. Where for che ordinatioq S. 
Paule & S. Ber nabe icisrelined that the Apo 
les were riunifting to our lard & faſting. Now 
o miniſter tn our lord * tber in 
ray er oacly, ot in ſing plalaacs, which 
— no — — then 
opening their mouthes dc hartes: wher at yet 
e vorde miniſtete doth neteſſarily include 
ome exterhall tyte moreths that as the Greke 
TT. SEE hn on 
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its & the Apoſtle S. haule. Thirdly 7 


anner. Otherwiſes it followes that the paſ- 


Centur. 3. 
col. 83. 


Wice Chri- 
fi fungs. 
— — Nag 
deburg. 
Cente/. 
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wade M:7#pyee dothclearcly denote, & 
nifie. Aud therfore Etaſmus a great 
the Nouelliſts doubted not plaineſy to trans 
ſlate, for the wordes mmiſl. au ibas Domine,ſu- 
craficemngto Cl. „„ 
Tothe authoritie of {cripeures, I will here 
adde ſuch teſtunonies of ancient Fathers ul 
haue — cred, & ſuch as being — 
compalc of t priuatiue | te- 
he the Eucharihito ben otters. Cyprian 
lach thus, who 43 wore Pres Dei ſummi eu 
ch eg God tho w ỹẽʒaſurC hriſt, i offer 
crifice te God th Father & offered that ſide win 
Mal» ſcdech offered ge "it bread er e, thi 
his bodit: er Mod. Mich wordes ardbplaine 
that they forced. the iſts to confeſſe of 
this Father, That he affirmed the Preiſt 
ſnme the office of Chriſt, & offer ſacrificeto 
Cod che Fachet. Now if accotdng ao. Cy- 
ptun the. Prat perſurmes che office of Chriſ 
& offers ſact iſice aa the Centuriaua donſeſſe of 
S. Cyprian doubtleſſeit is no othei baurrhe Eu- 
char bictheoferaly 1 
« (Tho gloriom nattyt 8. H licugin hi 
otatiũ u Antichriſt, introducerh Chrift \ſaging 
to the Pre dt he newe T cftamentimibe day 
— Conte gems: Bus haps Of Pre oft who 
Ty ammolgtcdop chen 9 
Ce he —— 4 rh, es 1 — | 
\$iAmbrole thoplalme ve did [7 1 (with 
be) hg Paince * —— Vito Vs. — ſe 
4 
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him & beare him offering for vhs bland. Lr ras 
Previt; followe him that we maygffer ſarnfice outs 
him for alths' we be inſirme or. ve in meyn 
ar Tve benorable in ſacrifite for altho' Ca i doth © ' 
not af the leafte as they concerne, now, ſermeta offer, 
yer be us offered en carth when Chriſte boi u . 
fered. Tea & he us maurfegicd to offer in 4931 whoſe » 
Wordedath ſanttific the ſrifice which i offired.” 

S. Gt e ny ſſeueia i hc ſtotatio un 
the Reſurtection hath! theſe memocable 
vordes. For mba inc cable ſecret, & ti tuin 
ie manner of ſacrifice, by bus diuiuc o«dinanc be 
doth Preeceenpatre the violent b, an, & offers hun 
ſelſe far vs being both: d eb ; beth 
Pre;ft c lane vf God. hen dad thus hunnem when 
he exbibued bis lodic te betaten & bus bloud to 
drunken by bu familiar frenndes. i 

S. Chry ſoſtome in his 24. homilie vpon the Hom. a, 
ficit to the Corinthians (peaking ot Chriſt [7 P*0%%" 
ſaich that he commaunded himielſe to he offe- 4 — l 
red iuſteed of brute beaſtes, And in another Cœt find, 
place he ſpeaketh thus. 7he ſacrcd oblation 51 
ſelfe whether Perer or Lau, of What merit ſoemer 
the Preifh u who offers ut,18 the ſame wu,‘ Chrilt 
himſelfe gaue to bu diſciples, & which now e 
Preifts d e make, thr hath nothing leſſe them that. 

Why ſit becauſe men der wot ſarrifice this , but 
Chriſt who had con ſecrated 1 fore. 

S. Auguſtin in ders places ot his workcs, 

but molt cleately in his ſecond lemon y_ 
I 2 che 
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the pſalme zz. of our ſauior ſaith thus in pla 

rermes; He ( Chriſt) anf it at ea 4 — 

Noftrum bode C blond according to the order of M 

5p dech. And conformableto this the - $. - 
Enangelics guſtin in his 49. epiſtle afhrmes the ſacrifice 

1 5 Catholike LN to be demonſtrated * 

Prophetic not onely by the Euangelicall but alſo by the ſon 

lr de- Propheticall bookes. Alſo in his 20. chapter af 
_— his 17. bookes of the Citie of God: he hath us 
1 molt expreſſe wordes to the ſame 

which becauſe they are ſomat large & othet. 

wiſe well knowne, I omit them to be viewed F __ 

by the reader if he pleaſe. F, 

S. Leothe great alſo oneof the writersofrhe | 

fift age, in his ſeuenth ſermon of the Paſhon - 

teaches that the ſacrificesof the old lawe yeah FF , 

ded or gaue place to the ſacrifice of the Eu- 

chatiſt as the shadow to the bodie. His wordes 2 

at theſe. Pherfore to the end that the thadower || 

f 

t 


cheuld yeald to the bodie, & images to the preſence 
of veriic ar truth, the ancient obſernance u tab 
4 Way With ancwe ſacrament : ene hoaſte is changed 
im to an other, bloud doth exclude blond, & the 
legallfeflinitie while is is changed, is fulfilled. And 
ſome lines after he addes : but Icſus uc wing ter- 
ai y hit ronnſell, cc being wUnd.nnted inthe er- 
mance of 13 Father, did conſnmatc the old Tefta- 
ment, milunuted the news Paſque for his diſ- 
cples being ſet to cate the wyſtueall ſapper, hen in 
the Conrte of Carphes un Was conſulted hw Chriſk 
;hould 


1 
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bold be put to death tie ordarding the ſacrament 
of hi: beche & blond did teach in what manner an © 
F beafte was to be offered to God. And the ſame Fa- Epitt. vs, 
ice cher in an other place ordaining that more 4d Nis. 
races | Maſſes then one be oclebtated in one & the 
y the ſame Church when one doth not ſerue by te 
er of ſon of the multitude ofthe pleople, ſaith thus. | 
hath _ — _ when the ſolemmtie of afeaft bub | 

ne ſuch a multitude of farthfull perſons roge- 
ole ther as the Church can not vectine, let 2444 "A 
un of the ſacrifice be vadenbtedly renterated or re- 
peated. ſince ut 3s ing full of pretie & reaſon 
* that /o often as the (Church is filled with newe 
om el ſooften an other followmy ſacrifice be offered. 
al | Fort muſt needs berhat ſome parte of the —.— 

deprined of thrur deuotiꝭ iſthecuſleme of celebrati 

one oneby Maſje obſerned, they onrlythat come 6-8 
may offer the ſarriſcc. Thus this ancient & graue 
7 Father. in whoſe wordes oblation & ſacri- 
ce ofche Maſſe ar three ſeuetall tymes repea- 
4 ted. 
p 
| 


Iſichius or Heſichius who liucd aboute the Lib. 2. in 
ſame tyme hath theſe wordes touching the Leut cd. 
ſame matter. Ourlord being at fupper with his 
diſciples firſt with the ſiguratiue lambe, afrer- 
wardesoffered hisowne lacrifice. TY 

Rupert inlike manner ſpeaketh of the ſame x, c. g 
ſacrifice ſaying. Ou lod being in the ageme of 
lu, Daf, firſt inmeldted or [acr1ſieed him ſelfe 
to Gedthe Farber wth bis own proper Huna 
| Ano bread Cc. N ow 
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Now to cõclude, ſince the teſtimonies ofthele 
Fathers & doctors of the ptimatiue Church 
at both moſt ancient as 4 included in ¶ che E 
D quide® the circle of the firſt fue b years, I cond 
vo" <A next 2 * the — Cheſt & his I cive! 
ine > A & allo they being ſo plaine & m 
8 4 — that a cheefe aduetrſarie was — * — 
ww corpw conſeſſe that ther is frequent mention inthe || wor 
& ſo#3%- , cient writers treaking of the Euchariſt, of. || of t 
48 the wordes, ſacrifice, tion, hoaſte, victim, hi 
wears ſo. to Which may be addedthat the ſame Fathers || oft! 
erifecine © in like manner vſe the wordes altar & Preiſt 
blatronem, verie commonly, all which ar ſo fit for the pur» 
— pole of ſigniſung a true & proper ſactiſice, chat 
. Kem 110 Writgr either diuine ot profane could euet 
vir. pag. inuent other more ſignificant & apte,as it vn · 
738. doubtedly appeares for. that their titing: 
manifeſt that they neuer vſed anie other 
wordes or phraſes when they treated of the ha- 
ture& vſe of aproper ſacrifice: ſince this I ſay 
is ſo apparently true I erneſtly requeſt ofmy 
rcadertoconſider how voyde not onely afcea - 
ſon but alſo of common ſeale che ſectaties ot 
this our preſent age may iuſtely be iudged c 
how shamcleſly obſtinate they be whodenie 
that to be a true & proper ſactifice vhichisas 
plainely aflirmed to be ſuch bath by ſeripture 
it ſelfe & the true Interpreters ther of as i 
u oides & phtaſes they. poſſible could declare 
to humane ſenſe & yndeiſtanding, And with 
chis 


* reer 
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this] conclude the proofe of the m of 

foxr & laſt argument framed direQly agai 

the English Relion, & hence l paſſe to ſe- 
cond parte of my treatiſe in which I vill poſi- 
tively demonſtrate by ſix other affitmatiue ar- 
guments the truth of the Roman faith nowe 
profeſſed in the greater parte of che Chriſtian 


world framing & my ſilogiſmes 
of the dene ace propos to thoſe 
which I haue vſed before for the confutation 


ofche English faith, in this inſuing manner. 


THA. 2 S2 
SECOND PARTE 


OF THE 


CONVICTION CON- 
taining the defenſiue 
arguments. 


- Adhuc excellentiorem viam vobis 


demonſtre. 1. Cor. 12. 31. 


WY L Tr 0'incealitie & rigor of trutheſ- 
Npecially for the more earned ſorte of 
AV people, therisno neceſſitie o other 
prooſe of che truch of che Roman 
Catholike faith , chen the diſproofe which I 
laue alreadie made of the English Relig en, in 
regarde that ther being onely their Religion & 
ours here in queſtion cheirs being falle. as 1 
haue plainely onſtrated, ours mult by vu- 
uoydable conſequente be ttue, ſuppoſing wo 
conttadictot ies cannot be both d ue iu o and 


de 


340 Tuz oxery Carrot Cuvaice. ” 
the fame matter or ſubiect: neuertheleſſefor 
greatet ſatisfaction of the reader & more clewe 
conuincement ofthe truth, I will btcefely pre. 
cted by poſiciae Sc afficmarme aryiraents in 
defenee of the Roman faith & Religion. 


efener 
> 4 . 


THE Finsr  PAINCIPAL ARGVMENT, 


a 4a +# .& << 


1 p pounde my firſt ſylogiſm in this forms 
& manner, 

T hat onely Relipion is true Vhich is truely 
Catholike. 

But the Roman Religion onely is truly Ca- 
thollke. 

Therefore the Roman Religion is the onely 
true Keligion. 

The Marry needs no proofe, as being graum 
ted by our aduerianes, & being once admit- 
red with the Miner the other doth chence ne 
ceſſarily follow according to the rules of Lo- 
pike, which teaches that the premilles — 
true & truely dil; 
nat fule, 

The Minor which our Antagoniſts denye l 
pr one, becaule the Roman Religion onely 
hath all che conditions required to true Catho- 
heume, that is it hath vniucrialitic of mattet 

Of 


poled , the conlequence can- 


cn 
leſſe for 


re cleam 


ely pro. 
ents in 


n. 
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ot obiect of faith, it hath vniuerſallncoftime; 
ſons t hat it: & alſo it hatt 
vniuerſallitie of the rule ot reaſon which & 
rects the profeſſors in the confeſſion & exer · 
ciſe ofcheic'faich, & vith all it hach amen, 
the fame, | 
And firſt that the . Religion mw 
vniuerſallitie in matter it it moſt mariifeftfor 
— theaduerſaries them ſelues can not dee 
— by faith & beleruc h 
all that is containeu in the ſ cs, 
— foruer opoſed by cer 
Chutch ut matter of falth , comprehendec 
either intho vritten worde of God or Ane 
tradition hich are the vnwritren worde'df 


God: which is the moſt * lei Unt 
uerſallitie of Faith that can magnetron 
latitude of-which the obiect or mattet oft 

englishfaith comes not ente as being by — 
lunited to'thebare ſertycutes onelyj A H 
viſe bevauſothey demie poirits whi N 


man Church maintaines r matters Mu 


As ar Nen Jprayete&fainds & 


That che NO Religioti hay 
vniverfaltive'm the rule or reaſon w 
deth the ors of wif theit true it 
is alſd eulckent in regarde they neither belatite; 
not refuſt 1 beleeue "amie thing as rerkteby of 
faith fot une other immetare motive ort iuſe 
chen fob tat it is propdſed'vnto them by the: 


intal- 


* 
1 


4 
— 
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infallible authoricie eftheic Church to be be- 
leeugd ar not to be belceued as the wotdedf 
God which is the prime & formall obiect of 
their fan h, which gentrallue ot yniuerſalicie 
of rule is ſo great & folid that it is ĩapoſſible 
to imagin ame mote ample & perfect in that* 
natute. f 4 3 3-3 3419 
Thirdly, This moſt conſtant & ynuariable 
vaiuaſallitic of the totall rule of faith ds itis 
but one onely in it ſelfe, ſo doth one 
agreeable & vnifotme conſent of faith 
ſarily flo ve & iſſue out of it as fromea moſt 
cleate fountaive, which is vnitic in the ſame 
faith among all & euetie one of the profeſlors 
of it; ſuppoling that actording to true Philo« 
ſophie, where the fotmall obiect is one, the 
S tho neuetſo manie, muſt of neceſſitit 
be of one & che ſame ſpecies or natute, that 
Vhich in ſupernacucall faith is yet more cer- 
tain, & apparent by teaſon the obic of it is 
exceedingly more vniforme & vtuariable then 
alice natutall obiect B. 
Fourthly, V niuetſallitie of tyme, place & 
ſons is ſo maniſeſtly ſounde in the, Roman 
gion: that the aduetſaries them ſelues con · 
ſeſſe that ther hath ben euet a viſible. Roman 
Religion in the votld from the tyme of the 
Apaliles cuentothispreſent day: hich y et if 
they were ſo impudent as to denic, all hiſto- 
rigs, all writings, all acts & monungents,cucn 
the 


the venie ſtones them ſeltes in mame 

would quite conuince & eonfounde thern, 
Onely one exception ot euaſion they haue to 
wit by alled chat  akho'the Roman 
Church for pace of ehe fue hundtvt h 
hett yeares, was a true Church yea & the 
mother ( hurch of all the reft of the parrica- 


lar Chriſtian Churches, as great King James pre. 
doth ingeuwonfly confeſſe, yer ſay they hath mon. 


u lance tayled in faith, & of the Church of 
Chriſt is turned in to the feat of Amtichriſt+ 
viz: when Phocas the Emperour gaue vnto 
Boniface che third Pope of that name thotiilo 
of vniuetſall Bishop. | SITY 
This therefore is out Aduerſaties eam 
allegation fot proofe of the ſuppoſed deteiition: 
of the Noman Church in matters of faith ,'but 
ſo feeble friuulous & falſe that both theghem. 
ſelues, if they were not verie blearey ed & all 
athers nughi as it were in a miroir, or petſpo· 
Que glaſſe dearely diſoouer this by the ve 
of the ſucceiſe oftimes to be but ſalſe cold s&. 
painting Whereby to linumetheit owno inenιε 
lable defection from that faith whicts they” 
founde vnwerlallic eſtablished in the Chwiltida 
world whe. their: firſt founders began ſto 
broach thei hw ne pretended vt forni 
For ſuſt l y that if for eicher Phocas to 
ue ot Bowfacius to talky the tit e of vmueri 
tall zishop were to teuolt or make a de ſectian 
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| from | 


* 
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from the ttue faith or Church: then shoul 
the whole Gencrall Councell of Calcedon 


haue teuolted fromthe true faichby offeri 
to attribute it to Pope Leo, as ſainct 

doch reftific : & if this had bet: ſo hainous s 
buſines as our aduetſaties contend , it is tema 
ritie to afhrme ot imagine that ſo famous g 
Councell conſiſting of ſo manic gtaue & lows 
ned Bishops both Greecians & Latin & which 
our Tries themicluesadmir for legitimate 
would cuet haue as much as mentioned ſuch 2 


mattet. | 
Secondlie. This being a matter offat which 
can not be decided by either ſcriptures or an- 
cient Fathers or che Primatiue ages in regatde 
it is: Knovne te haute happened: after them 
boch: out onelie udges muſt be choſe hi» 
ſtorians who haue made relation of this paſ- 
age, Now choc. telators v hich ate A naſta- 
ſius Bibliothecarius, Pulus Diacomis, Ado, & 
venetable Beda, none of them aflirme either 
that Phocas did giue Boniface ana authocitia 
of Primacie which he had not afort, nut et dot ö 


ö 


they or laye ante cenſure ypon theont ot the 
ather for that ation hatſouet t a: 

Thirdlir. Certaine is is chat neither Boniface 
nor anie of his ſuccellors euet eicher claimed: 
or vſed in theit pub ike acts or w ingithetitle 
of vniuetſall Bishop: but rather all af them 
uumble themſelues fo farre as they opdinarilie 


F tile | 
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ſtile themſelues no other thenſeruants of the 
ſeruants of God: howſocuer that title & ttild 
might be offered t hem ot vſed by others for 
their greater honor & aut horitie. 

Fourthly. Suppoſe Pope Boniface & others 
his ſucceſſors had accepted & vſed the title of 
Uss vniuerſall Bishop I meune in a true ſenſe chat 
Gur is ſo as vniuerſall B ſignifies onelie Bishop 
lick | or paſtor ofthe vniuerſall Church, v hat great 
& odious crime had thisben therefore to de- 
ch ſerue the name of Amichriſt, or vlurper of che 
ſuptemicie in the vniuerſall Church, ſince that 
boch thetitle of head of the vniuerſall Church, 

& the authoritie alſo ofthe head was attribu- 

red vntoptecedent Popes long before the time 

en of Phocas, as doth — — onelie by che 

hi» | teſtimonies of two famous Emperours luſti- — 

als | nian & valentinian, but alſo by theacts of che — 

Chalcedon Councels that title is acknovled- Jo. x, 

& edin plainetermes, In ſo much that cuen in Valenti. 
thoſe prume agesit was turned in to a common — | 

prouerbe, thatthe ſirſtſrat chat isthe Roman ne og 

{cat was to be iudged by notman. "4 ''- Primaſedes 

Fiftlie, If Pope Botuface is ro be accounted e. 
Antichriſt by the prufeſſors of the Engl e- — 
ligion becauſe they feigne him to haue vſurped 1-2" 
the title & power of vniver(all Bishop, how I i, Epil. 
pray vill their Kings eſcape che larne cenlure ad Leo- 

v ho haue teceiued thertitle, & power ofthe em. 


head of the English Church from theu prede- A ps 
N ceſſor W 


ir 


2 


l 


= \ 


tas Tur Roman Ryticion or 
cellot King Henne the. 8. who neuertheleſſe 
had ns niorepower (nay much leſſt) to con- 
ferte c vpon — thenthe Emperour Phocus 
had to declate the ſame, of the like to be dus 
to the Pope. J 
Laſtelie. The truth is, that it is not founde 
in anie of the foreſaid hiſtotiogtaphers or anie 
others of the Roman Religion, that Phocas 
gauetothe Pope eyther the po ver or yet the 
utle of vniuetſall Bishop: but they relate onelie 
that Phocas by his imperial edi did declare I n 
againſt the preſumption of lohn Patriarch of 4 
Conſtantinople that this title of head of 
Bisbop of che vniuerſal] Church was propet tk 
to the Bishop of Rome hut not to him, or tt 
anie other : & moreouer that it was no way t 
due to the Bishops of the Conſtantinopolitan 
ſeat or Church. * chis onelie the cited au- 4 
thoxs telate without anic mention of the vor- 
des vniuerſall Bis hop, but oneliethey mention 
the wordes primate, prime ſeat, & head of the 
Churches, or the like phraſes, as may be ſeene 
in their bookes . So that chis is a groſſe impo- . 
{ture of the N ouclliſtsof dur time in vſingthe 
ceſtimonies of theſe graue authors — 
Popes of Rome by mere cheating, & couſi- *© 
nage: & by this meanes in ſteed of prowng 
their intent they ptoue nothing els but them 
ſelues to be miere Sycophants & decciuers , to 
v homg ſuppoſing they publish to the world 
| 


the 


[the forlaid ſuppoſititious change of Religjon 
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made by Pope Boniface in the Romã Church, 


vichout eicher diuine ot humane teſtunome, 


more then their one preſumed & preſump- 
tious authoritie , no prudent Chriſtian ought 
to giue anie more credit chen he giues to the 
incredulous & impious le ves who calumniace 
Chriſt as a peruerterof the lawe of God be- 
cauſe he eſtablished His owne molt , 
Church & Religion in licu of cheic Cetemo· 
mall Synogog . And by this it is cleare that the 
minor p on of this my firſt argument 
ſtandes ſtill firme & vnanſetable to wit that 
the Roman Religion onelie is & euer was 
truelie Catholike, which is that I here intend 
to demonſtrate. 


ESEIE ES LES EESES 


THE SECOND PRINCIPAL 
ARGVMENT. 


His my ſecond argument I reduce to 
this forme of dylogiſme. 
That onelie Religion is true Which hath 
the true Canon of ſcripture, 
But the Roman — onelie hath the 
true Canon of ſcriptute. 
Therefore the Roman Religion onclie is 


the true Religion. 
K 2 \ The 


Cap. 8. 


48 Tar ENctis u Rrrictiox owety 
Thema doubtleſſe is graunted as certaint 
by our aduerlaries, Wherefore it needes no fur- 
ther proofe. | * 

The minor which I knowethey denie, I prove 
becauſc the Roman Church onehe hath that 
{ſame Canon of ſeripture which hath ben ge- 
nerallie teceiued inthe Church both before & 
ſince che time of ſainct Auguſtin whoin his 


ſecond booke of Chriſtian doctrine hath the 


veric ſame number & names of diuiney volu- 
mes which ar this preſent the Roman Chucch 
victiv& in former ages'vied ance the time of 


the Apoſtles: which Canonical bookes faint 


Auguſtin receiued from the Councell of Car- 


chage, & this Couneell from Pope Innocen- 
tus the fitſt of that name, who allo had them 
asdeſgending by tradition of all ot at the leaſt, 
oft lie chere & greater parte of the Church 
ice they were deliuered to it by the Apoſtles, 
as L haue more largehe declaredin theconfu- 
tation ofche English Canon, in which pointl 
need not inſiſte anie longer becauſe the ſame 
arguments which I vſed for diſproofe of it, 
abundantelic ſerue for the proofc ofthe mer 
propoſition of this my —— argument, to 
witthat the Roman Church onelic hath that 
fame Canon of (cripture completly & invrely, 
which hath ben cuer moſt gencrallie rectiued 
in the Chrithan world. 


k . Tas 


| 
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THE rumd, CIPAL 
| Wee T, | N 


ar: 
Y third reckons Sie of he 
trueth ofthe o Religionds lis, 
That Religion oncly is nue vbih bach che 
true interpretation & ſenſe of ſatipa : ( 
Bot the Roman Religion oucly hach, the 
true interpretation & Nn offcript ur. 
Therfore the Raman ae aer the 
true Religion DDr 
— maior of this Glagi@rodciallanted — 
& queſtionleſſeby boch 165;Tiho wmv 
— um conroneefiey fbr the mort dleate 
proofoaf vluch is iato btſuppoled char both 
parties agtee in this gone do what, that 
Church onely hab mtalhble ur- 
ptetatinm Ge ſenſe of windnbath che 
infallible aſſiſtabes bf the hole Galt! in chat 
achom altho in decuabaiurgrecment vll con- 
ſidered is onely in-pwnades, for not * 
this it yet ſurthet cemainerh. Comrogcric 
bet vim vs & out adugrfaries in v home this 
fpcciall aſſiſtance ofthe diuine ſpitit reſides 
whether in the + Prelates & Paitors of the 
Church ;duely , -.tnbled or in eu ic parti- 
K 3 + culai 


156 Tur Roman Rfticton HATH 
cular perſon of the Church. In which con- 
trouetſie neuertheleſſe both parties yer Fatther 
accordethat wherſoeuer the foteſaid trucinſ- 
piration of God doth aſſiſt, ther onely is the 
trueimerpretation of the ditimt worde.' | 
Beſides this, it is to be fuppafgd that ther ar 
two manners, or two ſortes of meanes, ot 
wayes by which people artaine | 
detſtanding & ſenſeofrhe ſorip 
is bya ſole conference of one 
with another by euerie priuat | 
womilearned or vnlearned by t grhebare 
text of che ſcripture & iudging of the ſenſe ac 
cotding to the ſpirit whith guides them good 
or bad. The other way ot manner of expoſition 
is pet fomei not by a miete ſolitatie ot priuate 
conferente & — — laces of ſcriptute 
one with another; but both by 'comparing ot 
collating them in that maner, & alſo by an 
exacte viewe of the expoſitions of the hole & 
learned Fathers or doctots of all former tymes 
& ſuccaoding ages even do the pteſent ryme 
in which the expoundery live, which formeot 
proccedmgas it is molt matufeſt, neitheris tobe 
pettormed by euerie priuate perſon aut hẽtically 
& vu intallible certainelie, but by —— 
Prelates & Paſtors of the Church & eſpecially 
by checheete paſtor of it. Nov this being noted 
& aduertifed I proue the iu · of my atgumẽt 
with an Ser ſilogiſme in manner. 
That of;cly Church hart, the true interpte- 


THE YTAVE INTERPRETATION” NA. 1 
cation & ſenſe of ſcriptue which receweth it 
from the Preiſts , Prelatesy & Paſtors eſpe ... 
cally the checſe haſtet ofthe Chural ſuccze a "5.1 
ding limially ftõ the Apoſiles, by conference vf W Wo 
places & Move of expalitions of the holie Fa+ I 
thers & doctorcof all lucceſſine agvs ſdoam the · 7 
Apoſtles to the end ofchr url & got by e- 


verie ptiuat man ar v 
But che Roman Ch rack 


, 2299 


U * 


| | Cala 4 rectinesthe 
interpretation & ſcripture frome the 
Prell Palas Paſtarꝭ eſpecially thetheefo 


paſtot of the Church int he forſaid manner!» 
Ergo che en onely hath the 
true intapretation & ſcripture . 
They af chis ſilagiſcnein which the di 
ficulte cſiſtes, I could pcbue ſirſt by ſeriptures 
which boch in the old & ue Teftament 2(- 
ligne this facultie & pawertoPreifts, Bizbops, 
& Paſtots as gouernats &rulei of cho Church 
with a Aud connνHumude fu che people to 
obcy therp. But becauſi ae not here profeſle 
to mak apie exact & large urſe = that 
— intend yto make good 
& iuſtifie wy former atgumertation, xhei fore 
I remit the teſt of the plages «©(cripture which 
I could alledgets be lei N As they at cited & 
declared by Bellarmin & ather diuines, & wilt 
vrge onely that one. text of S. Paule in his 
epiſtle to the Epheſians v hich is moſt cleare & 


pregnant for this purpoſe. 
: K 4 Whe: 
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cular perſon of the Church. In which con. 
rrouerhe neuertheleſſe both parties yer fufthe; 
accorde that v het ſoeuer the foteſaid trueinſ 
piration of Gd doth aſſiſt, ther onely is the 
trueimerpretation of the dium worde. 
Beſides this, it is to be ſuppqſd that ther ar 
two manners , or two ſortes of meanes, or 
wayes by which people artaine | 
detſtanding & ſenſeofrhe ſerip 
is bya (ole conference of one 
with another by eueriepriuat 
womã learned or vnlearned by r 


— * Wn - boo Dame ar . þ 
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by thechcete paitor ot ITN © W CHLS DENY rumaay 
& aduertiſed j prouetheming of my argumẽt 
with an her lilogiſme in nanner. 

That o/lely Church hath the true inter pre- 
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ation & ſenſe of ſcripeuge which receweth ir 


places & vmiewe of expalitions of che holie Fa+ 
thers & doc tor cof all Tucceſſine ages fiom tho · 
Apoſtles to: the end otchhevyprid br ut by e- 


veric pruggt man ar | N 
* — C — tecrinest he 
22 & ſenlegſ ſciptura frome the 
preiſts, Prelates, & Paſtatꝭ eſpecially thecheefo 
paſtor ofthe Church int he forſad manner, 
go che r onely hath the 
—xpcation & (criprure. * 1 
a of this fildgiſmein which the di 
l could pcoutfiſt by ſcriptures 


ly intend 
yy former argumentation, thai ot e 


teſt ofthe A ſcripture which 
eto beet , 2 cited & 


from the Preiſts, Prelatesy 60 Haſtors eſpe- 
cally the cheefe Paſtor ofthe Chuteli ſuccte v- 
ding limally ftõ the Apoll es, by conference of 


152 Tur Rowan Rmacon nav!” 
+  Wherfore in his 4; chapter of this Epi 
{peaking uſ the inſtuution of the Ecc | 
— by Chtiſt, he faith thus. Und be 
gane ſome Apoſtles ; & ſome Prophets, & aber 
ſome Entngeliſts,& others paitors & dattors to 
thr: conſammat ior of the ſants onto the Works of 
the miniſbrie nta thi eds fication of the bite of 
Chriſt, untill we meet alla to the -unune of fath, 
ce knowledge of the ſunne 7 G od into o perfect man, 
into the meſure of 1bcage of the ſalner of Chriſt, 
that now we be north Wanering With cnerie 
winde of de-trme in the wickednes of men in cr. 
tines of the circumnention of error . By which 
vordes it is manifeſt that our ſauior among the 
reſt * Paſtots dc doctots & them not 
onely for the Eccleſiaſticall goucrnement of 
the Church but alſo to deliuer the true do- 
drine of Chriſt to the people leaſt if they were 
left tu them ſeluas"in that particular of the 
knowledge of theitrue faith, they should fall 
into ertots, & this vas chus ordained by Chriſt 
not for anie limited tyme but eut᷑ vnto the con- 
ſummation of the world in all ages. By which 
it is cuident that ſince Chriſt — — (as the 
Apoſtle relates) d ! 4ypoint this order & ſubor- 
dination of the Go gie in his Church for the 
gauctuement & inſtruction of the members 
therot in true faith & perfection of virtuous 
fe, & as faperiors to whome he commaunded 
chem to obey according to that of the Apoltle, 
Cbe- 
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ledite prepoſitis & ſubiatete cit. It is I (ay by 
peceſſarie conſequence moſt manifeſt that 
brilts divine pleaſute alſo was that the com- 
non people should not be their owne caruers, 
ut Should receiue the interptetation & ſenſe 
pf his diume worde from thoſe whome he 
tumlclfe deſigned for their rulers & ſuperiors 
all matters concerning the ſafetie of their 
oules, ſuppoſing as a certaine & euident tracth 
bat the whole ſtructure & perfection of a 
hriſtian faich & life doth neceſſarily depened 
pon the otthodoxe ſenſe & — of the 
'orde of God. That which the generall & per- 
petuall practice ofthe Church from tyme to 
me doth manifeſtly conuince, which im all 
occaſions of contronerfic in matrersof faith & 
manners hath vſed no other proceeding then 
dy aſſembling of Councels conſiſting of the 
Prelates & Paſtors & cheefely of the cheefe 
& ſupreme Paſtors the Bishops of Rome ac- 
ording tetheir ſeuerall tymes & ſtandings, for 
deciding of doubdts & queſtions broached by 
rroneous/ teachers : & that by declaration of 
he true «le of choſe places of (cripcure aboute 
hich the conttouerſie v as begun, For fo did 
he Gencrall Councell of Nyce vnder P 
iſueſter expounde & declare to the whole 
Church & euetie pat ticular member thetofthe 
true ſenle ofthoſe wordes Pur, maror me eil. 


And in the firſt Councell of Conſtantinople 
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vnder Pope Damaſus thoſe: Ego Dominas for 
mans tent r & creans ſpirit um. And thoſe: 
ſpiritas poſtulat pranobu . In the Councell 
Epheſus vnder Pope Celeſtin againſt Neſte 
rius thoſe: Deu Deu nc quare me Hereligaiſt 
And thoſe : habits +nventus t home. In 
Councell of Chalcedon vnder Pope leo againſt 
Entyches thoſe: vum cave fat wp el. 
TothisI adde conſent of Fathers who write 
of this matter generally tcaching this ſame do- 
ctrine. S. Irenzus in his boske again(t hereſjes 
lath thus. we ow2ht not Hill to ſe c for hetruah 
ſo aathers,wbich may eafilybe founde in the Church, 
ſiuce ihe Apoſtles haut moit abundantly depeſuci 
1 na rich ſto chou ſe all thing. 4ppert azwmg 10 
truth, tha. alltboſe that will may rec iu liguore of 
liſe, for it 1s the entrance into liſc, all oiivers art 
thema & robbers. In which wordes it isplaine 
that by the Church $,Irenzus vnderſſandes no 
otherthenthe Bishops & cheefe Paſtors from 
u home as he tcaches, the reſt of che 
;aſt recciuctheir doctrine, And theretpre 


uldes inanother place that thoſe (meaning hi- 
Shops} who haue ſucceſſion from the Apaſti 
wyncly with the ſucceſſion of cheit Epiſco- 
pate or Bishoprie received a certaine gtace e 
gitic eftructh according to the plcalure ot God 
the Father. 

And in this ſame matter in like forte 8. 


Auguſtin tpeaketh in his firſt & tenth r 
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aufer. ofhis ſecõd Booke againſt lulianſaying in the 
thole: fiſt place. 1 aw a'Þ to pſirme tht win 4s 
cell put in the third plate of miy diſpoſcu Which 15 ta 
N Al ſubmert er de by the ſcutcuer 5 of Brahops hee 
7 hanc handled aht feviptures With gere commen- 
n'thef 4a or eric, by the afi1ſkence of God, thy - 
nation 9) Inban And a little aſtet he addes of the 


m le ought to amtepoſe ar prefer before your 
e do- — ER ; — * — them rather —— 
0 you, By which vordes S. Auguſtin whoe euen 
" in out aduetſaties iudgement1s i faithfull wit- 
nes of antiquitie plainely teftifigs hat tho pra- 
gil] of —— 
mel ſofthe peoples receiuingthe ſcri ptucesexpoſitiõ 
"ey & ſenile from their ſuperiors & not from anic 
other priuate pet ſon ot cueric once by his owne 
un reading & induſtrje, how ſoeuct he may ſeeme 
ne to haue the ſpiric of God for interpretation of 
Oy his warde, ” 
* And now by this (to omit ot hen teſtimbrics 
"MI of Fathers to this purpoſe vhich cannot beju- 
Bl-j cluded in ſoſimalea compaſle) I conclude che 
tle whole confirmation & force ↄf my ſilogiſme 
co atiuring my ſelfe that none of (@lid ſudgement 
can fit mely perſuade themſelues (how beit for 
al tempotall reſpects & to accommodate them- 
lelues to the curtent of the time they may ex · 
4 teriorly profeſſe the contraney to be crechble 
chat Chriſt out Sauiour whole yiidome was 
diume 


ſame Bishps & Doctors, ſaying whom Chrafhas . — 


15S "Tat ROMAN RELIGION ONELY 
divine & infinic , should haue taught the pro- 
feſfors of his faith to playe cueric man in ha 
humor wich the ſacted ſcripture, & to haue ci 
mitted the true authenticall expoſition of itty 
enene lack & Gill rather them to his ; Preiſts, 
Bishops & cheefc commaunders of his Churck 
in a ſinial ſucceſſion from the Apoſtles, as 

publike & viſible miniſters. to vhom i 
Should obey eſpecia/ly in matters of faith & 
taluation. 


_ Erlen . 
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THE FOVRTH PRINCIPALL 


ARGVMENT.-- 


Y fourth argument for poſitiu 
of the Roman Religion sis as fol- 


loweth. | 
* That Religion onely is true which hath a 
publike & knownerule of faith. ö 


But the Roman Rchgion onely hath a pu- 
bee & knowne rule of Frith. 
Fg to Rom m Religion onely is the true 
Kelt gion. TILE 
Touching the ſiſogiſme thet may ſeeme to 
be controucrite betyixt vs & the Notitliſts 


1 


both 


— — 


1 


gion is ofit one nature ſuch as may befound 
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both in the Maior & the Minor wherefore 1 
vill proue them both ſcueralltho' bteefely as 
the nature of my diſputation requires. | 

The Maar propolition I mus 
the reader by the way that by a publike rule 
of faith I meane ſuch a fule as is cognoſcible 
or as may be knowne coall ſortes of people- 
as well thoſe which are alreadie members 
of che true Church & faith, as alloroothers 
whoas yet being out of it defire by their con- 
uerſion to be received into it. This ſuppo- 
ſed I ___ this — I 1 

It is a nece ſlatie propertic of t e true Religi 0 
to haue a publike K a ne tule of faith; 
Therefore the truc Religion neceſlanly hath 
a Publike & knowne rule of faith. 

The antecendent of the argument in which 
onelythe diſſicultie of it cõſiſts, I proue becauſe 
if che true religion hath not a publikeKnowne %% & 
rule of faich it is impoſſible for ſuch as want it . 
to finde it in regarde that finding cannot be 
had but by ſecking, & to ſeeke or inquire for 
that which is not ſo publike that it can poſſible 
be found, is to ſeeke & not to ſinde & conſe - 
quently to labore in vaine. Now true Reli- 


by thoſe who endeuote to Knowe it as daylie 
experience doth teach. And therfore our Sa- F 
uior ſaith :quarve & nkenerss, ſecke & you : 
Shall finde: which ſentence being generall, it 


cannog 
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cannot be more comodiouſlie vndetſtanded 
then of true Religion as being the molt im. 
portant buſineſſe which people can inquirefar 
or ſeeke in this world as being the onelic way 
to ſaluation. 

Concerning the miner of both my 8 
giſmes which in ſubſtance are one & the 
propoſition, to witthat the Roman Religion 

ie hath the neceſlarie properrie of a true 

Religion and not che English faith, that is a 
publike & Knowne tule of faith, ic is moſt 
euident for that the rule of faich which the 
Roman Church propoſeth to be followed is 
the worde of God expounded dy the publike, 
viſible, & knowne authoritie of the Bishops 
& Paſtors of the moſt vniuerſall Church in 
the manner & forme aboue declared in my 

ecedent demonſtration: And not asthepro- 
tellors of the English Religion teach to wit 
by cnerie priuate perion in a ſenſe ſecret & 
onelie knov ne to him who hath ic : & which 
cannot poſſible be anie more vndetſtanded ot 
perceiued by others then the moſt ſecret cogi- 
tations of an others mynde: All which as it 
plainelie appeareth is quite repugnant & as 
were doth directly intercept the meanes or- 
dained by God forthe ſaluation of ſoules, who 
our of his infinic bountie & mercie hath pro- 
uded a Way to Patadiſe ſo plaine & pet ſpic ous 
that euen children may be able to bude & 
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valkein . And now by thisthe force of my 
t argument remaines confitmed & eſta- 
& che trueth of the Roman 7 


0 — 
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THE FIFT PRINCIPAL 
J AKRGVMENT. 


M. fift poſitive argument 1 propote n 
this manner. 
That Religion onelie is true which born 
rperuall & diſintertupted ſucceſſion of 
ra Bishops & Preiſts deriued from the ye. 
ſtles. 
But the Roman Religion onelie hatha 
po diſinterupted ſuoceſſion of true 
s & Preiſts deriued from che Apes 


— 13 
Ergothe Roman Religion onelie is the cru 
Religion, A 


The maior I knowe — wheeler 
the aduerſaries will grant or no but in cale 
they denie it, I haue ſuſficientlie proued it 
before in my demonſtration of their want os 
ſncceſſion. 

The miner in which ee 
intirely ot cheefely conſiſtes, I prouetuſt by 


the 


160 Tut Roman Cuvacny owny 
the ſame reaſons & arguments J conuincee 
in the fifte principall Sylogiſme of the fir 
parte of this trearile, that the English Rel 
gion hath no ſuch ſucceſſion from whence 
(vponthe ſuppoſit on in which we both agree py" 
that thete is no other true Religion but thei kgio 
or ours) it infalliblic followes that the Romanl ** 
Religion onlic hath perpetuall lucceſſion © tour 
Prelates& Paltors. | 
Secondly . I proue this ſucceſſion in the 2 
Roman Church by grauntof all ot the grea- 
tet patte of the aduetſaries who molt ordina- 
rilic vſe to — — bet wixt ſucceſſion of 
tſons & ſucceſſion of doctrine leauing the 
Bed for vs & claiming the ſecond to them- 
ſelues, altho' mot falſelic as I haue ſufficiently 
demonſtrated in my negatiue atgument vpon 
this point Vet if anie be ſo obſtinate as to de- 
nie the contiuuall ucceſſion of Paſtors in the 
Roman Church, let him onclie read ſainct Au- 
guſtin's epiſtleroGeneroſus & he will finde by 
him related the names of all the Bishops of 
R ome trom {aint Perc ro Pope Anaſtaſius 
whothe did fit as cheefe Pattor in the Church 
of Rome. And the reſt ofthe Roman Bishops 
names he may finde in diucrs moderne hiſto- 
ties or Chronologies, & particularhe in Pla- 
tina & ( nuphrius ea & in the Centuruts 
or Centunators who notobſtanding they be 
adueriarics, y et ve ate content to admit them 
for 
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our Iudges in this, ofthe pexſo 
ell 6 on of Paſſors in the Church of 
Rel Rome , And now by this & that which ] haue 
hence deated touching chis ſame matter in ny nega 
agree due argument framed againlt the Engligh Re- 
their l leon in the firſt patte of my diſputauon this 
oman{ vgument allo is ſuſſcentlie declated to be 
on off unde & of approued force & efficacie ., - 
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em cd Co . 23 
aly | Te toy fixt & laſt pricipall-argumenc 


Pon mn this manner. 120 1 

de. | Thatgnebhe Religion is irus which ach d 

he | prachiſetha tue & properextenall luctilice. 

u- But e Roman Rebgiop onelis hach & 

practiſath acrue & prayat h uall (aerthce. 

of | Ergarhe Roman Rab gen onche ig the true 
Reli 


us an.. i , to tg 

h The hid oneboirip queſtidyl have 
largelie proucd alreadie in the declaration & 

confirmation of my gegaziue argument pro- 

- | pounded againiſt cha Hagia bReligetn this 

pm. Tuwbich ladet ext ernall Gcrifice 


15 che eſſentiall parte — 
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god & the verie quinteſſence of Religion ta 
dairked for a ſpeciall acknovledgement of his 
ſupreme pover, dominion & maitſtie ; And 
althoa it is true that Chriſt out Savior 'offered 
himſelfe. in facnficevpon the Croflefor che tu 
concihation of humane natute, hic ic 


was of farre greater eſtimation & vadue in 


ſight of God then all che oblatious & ſagrifizes 
ofthe old Teſtament, & therefore had no 
ceſſitie to he oſfetedq te then te N 
tkelelle becauſe this &critice wits 


cheefelie forthe redemption of man & 
Was offered by vi * Wb vs, 
therefore it vas futthet tonnenicnt & neceſſa- 
rie that beſides chat ſingular & diuine oblatio 
rhete should be a quotidian & dꝛyſio ſueri 
in the Church on our pattes both for s 
tuall memorie of the former, & alſo for an 
external proteſtation of our o/ u mitic; 
& che ſbueraine power & maieſtie of hi vh⁰ 
createtl iv & conftrurch vs by his continuall 
ouidence de mangenion, & for u ſingne l 
teſtimonie of our graticude towade hn 
from vhome weitete eſſenoe l . 
do .I Le itt, bono 2d. 
Sacrifice onelie ls an hotot peculiar to God 
alone of which he himiil ſe ſaſth, tone meu 
alieri non dabo, All: oder ſortes of honor 48 
prayers & prayleofthcir one qualitie & na- 
rurs 
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ture at common tocteatures, for we may la 


fulls/both ptaye dc prayſe mottall men cuen 


in chis world, but ſacuſce vnto them ve can 
not, no notto the greateſt augell or ſaint in hea- 
uen . And in this cheeſelis conſiſtes the ettot 


of Gomils & Pagan people, v bich had not ben 


ſo groſſe if they had not ſactiſiced to creatures 
but onelie giuen them ſupreme honor of laude 
& prayer. It ſeemes the verig inſtinct of na- 


tute tought men to ſacrifice to God, & that 


God & facrifice & in ſome forte ar cortelatiues 
according to the ſayeing of God himlicltc of 
himſclfe, S/ Dominus ſum Tubs oft honey! mens, 
that vorde v ſignihoes pr in other 
things & much more in chis of facrifice, Hence 
it is that no natiõ vas euet ſo batbarous which 


if it did ackuowledge anie kynde of God thou 


never ſo falſe & abſurde, did not honote him 
with ſacrifice. And ſurely they commit no 
leſſe crimethem heigh treaſon againſt the di- 
vine ſupremage who deptiue God of che ho- 
nor of ſacrifice; yea doublellc they rake 2 
courſe to exringuish by Acre c the De 
of that attribute & openthe way to Achilmc 
who extinguish the excrale. of an external la- 
crilice . It in the tyme of;cheold Teſtament la- 
crihecs were ſofrequernt when God alwightic 
conferred his giſtes with» a ſcarce & ſpating 
Land: much men vich farce more 

3 deuo- 


g 0 8 
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deuotion & perfection ought a {acrifice tobe 


offered in the la ve of Chriſt , which ia by ex. I pon 
cellencie named the laweof grace becauſe of d bo 
C 


theinfinitabundance of graces, fauors;, & bes 
nefits Which God powereth vpon thoſe why 


embrace the true faith & Religion ſu + Habec 


that by how much the gifts be greater by 
much the acknowledgment ouphtto be more 
exact & accurate. * 
Now for concluſion of my whole treatiſe l 
adnerricethe reader that I haue put all my ar- 
guments in ſuch a forme of Sylogiſme as is 
molt cleare & obuious & of that nature that if 
the ptemiſſes be once graunted for true, the 
— ence moſt vndoubtedlie folluwes. 
They bealſoin a mode & hgure molt knowne 
& common. For cheſe termes, that Reb- 
gien are to be accepted for a kynde of vni- 
uerſal or indefinit ſubiect as ſignify ing one 
among manie indeterminately , & ſo euety 
Sylogiſme is in Darij, which both in mode 
& hgure is one of the plaineth formes. Which 
formeof argument I iudged moſt fir for my 
purpoſe in reſpe&t my cheefe deſigne in this 
matrer is to conuince the vndetſtanding of 
the more intelligent & ſcholaſticall ſorte ob 
people in tho truth of the Roman Religion, 
& falſitie of the contratie: who if they Lone 


ſo much ingenuitic in them as to yeald to 
the 
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_"APPROBAT1O: 
ys teftimonio, cyiuſdam viri docti m 
de fidede doQrina prob noti, quot 
tractatum hunc Anglicanum, qui inſcribi 
Conniftio nouitatis & antiquitatis defenſio, 
nihil contra ſidem aut bonos mores continere, 
dignum eundem iudicaui qui prælo commit- 
tetetur. Datum Puaci 28. Nouembris. Anna 

Domini 1632. 
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Page 3. line 5. for Kam * reade Campun4 
And p. 40. inthe marginal note for quo reade 
que. The I reſt iemitte to the readers diſcretion. 
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